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| Tritheits, Sabellians, Trinitarians, 
Arians, and Socinians ; : 


Intended to afiiſt plain Chriſtians i in rn 1 
ing a general. Idea of the principal Opi- 

5 nions held on te Trinity, and of tie 
D officulties attending them, and to pro- 

e Candour and Charity among thoſe 

uo differ. in their Mrs: on 
e that W 1 
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Mi thou that judget: another Man” 5 Serra, 3 To vis — 
own Maſter be ſtandeth or fallerh. | 


With all Lon and Meekneſs, with long 8 58 * . 9 
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1 1 is well known, that the dofrine . 
1 ' the Trinity, from the fourth century. 
to the preſent time, has been che occaſion 
of much debate and enmity among chril⸗ 5 
tians. As che truth can be but one, and 
all beſides i is error, it were to be wiſhed 
chat, in the preſent inſtance, all could be 
brought to unite in the juſt diſcernment 
and acknowledgment of it. But, how- 
ever it may be accounted for, all attempts. ö 
to that purpoſe have hitherto proved i in- 
 effeQual. The ancients convened coun- 
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+ is will none, thar che dofirine of 
1 the Trinity, from the fourth century, 
. to the preſent time, has been the occaſion. 
of much debate and enmity among chriſ- 
tians. As the truth can be but one, and 

: all beſides 3 18 error, it were to be wiſhed i 

| that, in the preſent inſtance, all could be 

3 brought to unite in the juſt diſcernment 
and acknowledgment of it. But, how- 


ever it may be accounted for, all attempts 99 


to that purpoſe have hitherto proved i in- 
effectual. The ancients convened coun- ; 
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cils to aſcertain, ads a minute accuracy, 
| the points of faith to be received, a 
herefies and errors to be avoided on this 
ſubject; they compoſed Creeds, backed 


with denunciations of everlaſting ven- 

geance on thoſe who departed from them, 

= and engaged the civil powers to enforce 

i 1 85 their deciſions by penal laws, and the in- 

n= flition of wholeſome ſeverities(ſuch as fines, 

| Cconfiſcations, impriſonment, exile. and- 
death) on thoſe who rejected them. But, 
plauſible as theſe expedients might appear 
in theory, they had a contrary effect when 
reduced to practice. They produced dil. 
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cord, confuſion, hatred, and every evil 
ö work. In the revolution of human af. 
1 airs 8 here appeared councils againſt coun- 
| i 8 eils, creeds againſt creeds, fathers againſt | 
| | a fathers, and civil powers againſt, civil 
1 powers. ] Nor have the moderns been 


19 „ 3 


moe ſucceſsful, | In the preſent century, 1 
'* Clatke and Waterland, Kan and, 
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not yet agreed whether the one Gods _— 1 
whom they worſhip be one perfon, or 
three perſons, or neither, but one eſſence; 1 

whether Jeſus. Chriſt be a mere man, or 
; Almighty God and Man united in one 
| perſon; or neither, but a ſuper-angelic 
ſpirit made al; whether the Holy Ghoſt 

3 2 1 


80 VI "Kvight, We Peirce, Gat: 


trell, Watts, Tomkins, and many others, 
have ſearched the "ſcriptures, examined 
| antiquity, and exerted all the powers 
of reaſon to fix the proper 1 ideas we are to WG 
form of the ſacred three, i into whoſe names 
| chriſtians are baptized ; how they are dif- 
5 tinct; and how united, as one God; but = 
their reſearches and reaſonings led them to 


. 


1 very a: ferent c concluſions. Within theſe 3 
1 five o or ſix years paſt, Ben Mordecai, Elliot, . 


Lindley, Burgh, Jebb, Randolph, Bing- 


ham, Robinſon, Horne, and many more 
have engaged in the fame i intricate diſqui- 
5 fitions, but the reſult, as might} have been 


| foreſeen, has not been Unity. Chriſtians are 
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be a diline ſpirit from the Father andthe 


Son, ora mere attribute and. energy of 
the Father. 1 


1 


$4 eifaje the divine bebt has permitted | 


theſe differences as a part of men's trial; 
| that the lazy. and implicit believer (ER 
be diſcriminated from the ſerious and dili- 
gent enquirer, and that chriſtians might 
have an opportunity of exerciſing the 
virtues of meekneſs, candour, toleration 1 
and benevolence, towards each other. 
To promote the exerciſe of thefe amiable : 
virtues is the deſign of the preſent tract; 8 
05 that by a view of the tenets of Tritheiſts, 1 5 
oo Sabellians, Trinitarians, Arians, and Soci- 


nians, and of the difficulties attending ol 


them, plain chriſtians may have a better | 


underſtanding of each others opinions, 


and thereby be induced to contend for the 
truth without anger, and to differ with- | 


out ſeorn : and enmity.” 


The | 


7 9) 
The truth of God needs not ebe 


1  jnveRtives. and malignant reproaches for 


its ſupport and defence. The wrath of 
man worketh, not the. righteouſneſs of God. 


By The end of the commandment. 1 Charity. 1 
Every man is to examine and judge in the 
beſt manner he can for himſelf, as every 

man is to ſtand or fall to his own maſter. 
WE at - loweſt underſtanding,” (to uſe the 
9 9 8 tools of Dr. Doddridge) * the meaneſt 
education, the moſt contemptible abilities, 
may ſuffice to give hard names, and to 
pronounce | ſevere. cenſures ; ; a harſh ana- 
thema may be learnt by heart, and furi- ; 

ouſly repeated. by one that could ſcarce 1 5 

read it, and, as was in truth the caſe in „ 

thoſe that cannot write their names, * 
1 proſecuting the deſign above men- 
10 tioned, of giving a ſhort view of the tenets | 
105 of Tritheiſts, Sabellians, &c. Kc. we begin 155 


155 ſome ancient councils, may be ſigned 


= with thole o Tritheiſts. Ws 


f + Sermon on , Chriſtian Candour and Unanimity. 


Tritheiſts 


- a \ , . a ant ” "a — 
. s * eng a 5 — ©..." < 
: ' » 3 22 . — — 4 
HALF 3 2 - Py —— — — <a — * — "7 * 853 e 2 . — 3 
— 1 * * 


* £ 7 i 
+I — - "Tcl SY n — 3 3 wo - 2 * 
1 we." py n n - nag og 6 IS,” 1 2 . - , & 
6 << ye hr. — 8 . 1 8 


* , 
* „„ * 4 
. RL an a i 
5 of * N by * 2 ot — = ry (a ; * * 
: 1 is 2 "x : 2 * * 
9 . n 8 aa; TG — — — A 3 n 
tags — Se, 2 i” E Wn 72% Þ + * — — — 22 wy — — . 
: — 8 Ta * N = — 1 s — 
. A 7 OS SACS 3 e ' 


— 5 ae Wn ns 
4 2 IG E *˙*— ˙ SS 2. 
ry — & — 


— — — r a 
ng S a Fan io Ts 
* 99 2 » 0 


_ Ü — 
r 


FEET —— r e 
PP 5 : - p : 


rn . 


eee 


1 n 5 
ee eee een 


W 


So 8 W 
o 5 its 22” a ants 
* - 


Bean: . 


r > 


— 


A En 
S 
Ä IT. NI 
o fete eo 
- 
- 


54 — 


e MC 
* 7 * 2 


a — 
> >. rs 
= * * 


the deity, three natures or fuk 


Ws 2 E Mp 22 ** = 8 . - 
* N ue : „ og * - wo 7 8 - 2 
e . —— — 
J 1 " "— R * 2 n 7 — w_ . or - N 8 — 2 os 
- 4 . * * <> 3 1 2 - 8 3 — © TY re 3 
: - - - , - mo? = 4 
. - - 5 , 95 "© 
- 4 - - Ya | * 2 Y 2 Sor To 


WEED OTE I Te en; 


three NY Gods. RN, 


CO IS 
2 


A 
2 a . 


| TP s) 
eis believe « that Wire is in 
tances abſo- 


15 1. Ta 's 


— 


 Hately equal in all reſpects, and Jomed : 
Fes bee no common ellen ee,” 


The Tabelle, e to cher 
name, appear from this account to hold 


u. We are in che next plate to give an 


7 account of the Sabellian Tenets. | Sabel- Ty 
us lived in the third century. Of his 

a hereſy there are different accounts. Dr. 
Cudworch faith, that his doctrine was no 
other than this; * that there i is but one 
= hypoſtaſis of Angle individual Hence of 
; Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, and conſe- 
| quently, that they are indeed but three 
names, or notions, or modes, of one and the 

: all ſane thin 3 e faith; i in the ; 


iS Moſheim's Eecl. Hiſt, vat j. p. 47 * 
e Intellectual enen 52 4+ p. 2 5 5 
one 


1 N names; fo as in . 55 m are rec 
dy. ſoul, and: ſpirit). 


biſhop of Antioch, was come with 

1 Sabellius, and is, conſidered, as holding 1 

95 the ſame opinion wich him. His doctrine, 
„ according to Moſheim, was, *that the Son 


and the Holy, Ghoſt exiſt, in, God in the 


1 ſame manner as the faculties of reaſon, and | 
a aftivity do i in man: that Chriſt was born 
a mere man; but chat the regſon or 10 


dom o of che father deſcended i into him, and i 


by him wrought miracles upon earth, and 


inſtructed che nations: and, finally, that, 
on account of this union of the divine 


| word. with the man Jeſus,-( 


| | ded him from the e or rder. ; Fs 


. | * 
if bed Hiſt. vol. . p. 248, 
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2hriſt: might; „ 

1 though improperly, | be called God. 
Two councils were called to examine the 5 
5 opinions of this biſhop, the laſt of which . 
was aſſembled in the year 269, and degra- þ | 
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he true faith of the! trinity is füp- 
rote to le betiveen Tritheiſm and Sabel-⸗ 5 
m, or to conſiſt pattly of the one and 2 
other; for Trinitarians ac- 
it . Tritheiſts, that the three al 
perſons a are each God, and with the Sabel- 
lians, that they have one individual efence. 
T0 keep clear of theſe two extremes (he 
Soeylla and Charybdis 3 in theology) is a 
_ difficulty, | Dr. Sherlock, by maintaining | 
with too much ſtrictneſs the diſtin per- 
ſonality of father, fon, and ſpirit, verg-, 
ed into Tritheiſm; while Dr. South, by 
too rigorouſly. mik the unity, verged 
into Sabellianiſm. :44 1 prevent con- 
fuſion and error on a point of ſo much 
conſequence, it has been aſked, whether 


che Trinity is to be conſidered as one in- 
finite. ſpirit, having three diſtinctions 
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i , called perſons; or three infinite ſpirits 
a. _ Inſeparably united. Here Trinitarians * f 
90 divided; ſome maintaining the former 
4 = opinion, and others the latter. Thol 
0 ho hold che rrinity to be one infinite 

nn e i Og ſpirit 


\ * 
: 1 
2 
E |, 
iN 
4% 
Þ 
1 
} 
4 
1 2 * 
. 


145 


+ 3 PR 
5 #pbit are cattea nominal or PF TR | i 
bh tarians, "becauſe they | are ſuppoſed to | 
hold only a trinity of names, or modes, a” --: 1 
one ſpirit: and thoſe who hold the trinit / 4 
Fi to be three ſpirits, or ſubſtances, myſteri- 
ouſly joined, are called Real! iſts; as they 
really maintain three perſons i in the obvi- 
ous. acceptation of the word perſon. 1 155 
South, Dr. Wallis, Mr. Hooker, Mr. 
5 Baxter, Biſhop Burnet, Dr. Watts, and 
moſt of the ſchoolmen were Nomi nals. 
8 5 Biſhop Bull, Biſhop Fowler, Dr. Cud- | 
worth, Epiſcopius, "Dr. Sherlock, Mr. 
How, Dr. Waterland, were Reali ,. 10 
0 * beſe two ſorts of Trinitarians are gene- 
rally eſteemed orthodox, though their 
ideas of the one true God be as different 
as one ſpirit, and the union of three 
: ſpirits. In the laſt age they had warm 
cContentions. The Realiſts bore hard on 
| the Nominals as to the idea they affixed 
1 to the word perſon "| and thay ſeldom at- 


7 New Mordecai 3 1. p. 30. 70 Dr. Wants Im- 
| ron Queſtions, p. Mak „ 


tempt a | Ifinition of it, ag ow uſe it in 
a ſenſe different from what i it means when, 

0 applied to men. Dr. Wallis ſaid, the three. 
perſons where, three Jomewhats. | Their 
: contentions ran ſo bigh, that in the year 
1695˙ the Vice Chancellor of Oxford, | 

with. t the heads of Colleges and Halls, at | 
a general meeting ; at Oxford, decreed the 

| principles of the Realiſts heretical, and : 

cContrary to the goctrine of the Church "" 2 
„ England. The Realiſts on the other hand 

aſſerted, that what the Oxford, heads had 
| condemned, a8 heretical, was. the Nicene 
: faith, and that of the Church of England: 

and Dr. Sherlock laid, he would, any day 
in the year, procure a a meeting, of twice # 
as many as wiſe and learned men, to, cen- 
ſure their decrees. Thus it remains. un- 
decided, whether the Real: ſts or the Momi- 
nals are orthodox. The former ſeem in- 
We towards Te and the latter 
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5 13 15 1 
winds Sabellianiſl. To decide be- 
tween them, theſe two queſtions obvioully 
occur. Doth the ſeripture explicitly affirm _ 
that the one true God is three infinite ſpi- 15 ; 
rits, or minds, or ſubſtances, united ? or | 
one infinite ſpirit, in which are three per 
ſons, father, ſon, and holy ghoſt? The true 
anſwer is, the ſefiprite explicitly affirms 
_ neither. Both parties build their opinions q 
pn... reaſorings _ deduftions from! 8 0 
ture. N 


Dr. Watts oberes & that fo far as out © 
1 Mas of arithmetic and reaſon can reach, 


"1 | 


this ſeems to be a Plain truth; - if one nfl. 1 
mite ſpirit be one God, tbo or three infinite 
irt muſt be two or three Gods. And 
though the patrons of this opinion ſuppoſe | 
| theſe three ſpirits to be ſo nearly united as 
to be called one God, merely to avoid che ; 

charge of Polytheiſm, yet it muſt be 

granted that this one God muſt be one 
9 18 infinite being, or ſpirit, made up 
1 C2 1 
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15 | as thre ings infinite 3 or is; e 


oY which i is ſuch a notion of the one true God, 


as I think neither reaſon r nor revelation _ ; 
: wil admit ; and yet, if it were the true ” 


notion of the one God, it is very ſtrange 


that ſeripture ſhould not clearly and ex- _ : | 


preſsly reveal it“.“ How eafily might 
a realiſt have een on the good doctor: 
95 The ſcripture ſpeaks of father, ſon, and ſpi- 
rit, in ſuch terms as, according to the 


. plain and obvious meaning of words, ſuit 
5 only three diſtinct perſons, or minds hav- a 


ing diſtinct conſciouſneſs, thought, and 
will; and yet if it were the true notion 
of the « one God, that theſe three have only 1 0 


one numerical conſciouſneſs, thought, and 


will, and ſubſiſt in one infinite mind, or 
ſpirit, it is very range that eripture 


ſrould not clearly and expreſily reveal it. 1 
But let us attend to the Realiſt himſelf. 


0. To hay there a are three divine perſons, TA 


* 


3 Watts' 3 irren Quetions. 0 7 


and 


POLY 


; and not a0 diſtin infinite minds, is 

Bo both hereſy and nonſenſe.” It is Sabel- 
tian. jargonry,” ſays another. This 
charge of hereſy, nonſenſe, and Sabellian 0 


0 jargonry, by the Realiſts, againſt the Nomi- 


nals, ſhould not be admitted without ſuffi- 
cient evidence. Let the tenets of the No- 
minals be therefore recited. —Dr. Watts 
ſaith, there are ſeveral conſiderations „ 
which lead me to agree with this general 1 
opinion of almoſt : all our divines, in the 7 
two laſt centuries, (viz. ) that the godhead 
of Chriſt is the ſame individual godhead 
with that of the father; and that his di- 
vine nature is not another infinite ſpirit 
a diſtin from the father, whatever ſublime 
diſtinctions there may be in that one infi- 9 
nite ſpirit; one of which (viz. ) the word | 
or wiſdom, may perhaps have a more pe- 
"_ ts to the + frond wo in the 


1 br. Sherlock: and Dr. Cabs th, as quoted by Ben 


g Mordecai, Lett. 1 37. 


Unit) 


* 3 | 4 
- d - Fa * * Z 
; : N ; 5 I 1 * — 
b 2 _ * - 8 2 2b at; fag en Apt re — = * * A ＋ _- _ — _ * << * 8 — ”y -3 © . Ween * => — 5 * I — 
p aA e 2 —— r —_ = : —_— , 27 rn N N WM = — * 2 3 

* 8 r — I 6 3 __ 2 — re mann .. . r. 2 * n — bo + *. F — = vibe 1 —— 8 8 DS, Rh — — — — q 

4709 r 88 8 5 3 5 DL Lent nate a A = 1 a I Gt 796? 1 5 * N n — I Ek AY CD — 5 
S Rr e <a —— 5 ED 7 PRC 64s : 14% % 2 7 wg - SON f ; 7 = 2 : . 

r T * £ — a>. —— — B II 2 : n 8 1 — OE ne 5 

. . n . ow "x - a as x . — 


e 
. 2 * — 2 


* a vt ln 2 N 
n 
mule an" ak - 5 


— OE” 


r 
I x ts et * 


. 
A 


— 
* EI DION 29: 


e Ken | 
f nity (vis; y the fon ; and the other (viz. 3 
the power of God, to the holy Ghoſts.” 
St. Auſtin explains the trinity by mind, 
wife om, and lov#.—Calvin faith, that 
995 every Wan mind inclines to this; ; firſt to 
| confider God, then the wiſdom rifing out 
of him, and laſt of all, the power by which 
he executes his deerees®,” Mr. Nye faith, 
. the firſt perſon of the trinity 18 unbe- 


y gotten mind; or original wiſdom, called 


che father: next is the logos, reflex or be- 
gotten wiſdom, generated by God's con- 
a templating and knowing his own perfec. . 
tions, which is named the ſon : : laſtly, me 
| diyine volition, or love, God" 8 eternal ſpi- 1 
ration of love towards himſelf, on that ac- 
count fitly called ſpirit. —The three ber: . 


3 ſons differ e as a mind and its akts..— 


. 4 le aki 130. e . 
1 Ben Mordecai, lett. 1, p. 121. ih 

m Inſtitutes, b. 1, c. 13. 8 18. ; 
n 8. Nye. on the trinity, p. 19. 2 2, 
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„ % ͤ "oa 


« Three 1 We 1 REP" holy 
| ſpirits, the father, the 


rit his virtue 999 Sauer.” — 


By e. comparing thele . Re the 


writings of nominal Trinitarians; and with 


he, preceding account of the doctrine 
of Sabellius, 


Realiſts. — Dr. 


uery trug. that there i is no conſiderable dif. 


ference in their faith, as they ſtate it). * 


As81 it 18 hardly prudent to toſs to che re- 


0 The . Confeſſion, p. 70. and the 2 Con- 
TC fellion, p. 89. as cited by Mr. Emyn. 


+ Dr. Sherlock's diſtinction between real ws 1 


Trinitarians compared, p. 12. as cired i ina pamphlet entitled, 5 


e on M 55 river g Anſwer to Mr. Enty. 


preſentation 


auſe of all things: 
che ſon his wi/domand endet the holy 10 
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and of biſhop, Paul of Samo- 
lass, the reader may judge for himſelf of 
the ground. of the charges brought by the, 
8 herlock brings another 
charge. and laith, 9 though the Nomenals' | 
and Socinians differ in ſome terms of 
| ſpeech, yet the, Socinians ſay, and I think 
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preſentation of an tear; in a matter 


ok ſo much conſequence, 1 ſhall immedi: | | 


; Z ately lay before the reader the tenets of 
the Socinians; that he may judge for him- 
belt 15 this in hang 6 . bl 


Iv. The Sovkalinis conceive the deity to 
be one, as to perſon and eſſencer, or one 
infinite ſpirit, called in ſcripture, one God 
the father ; ; Chriſt is a mere man like 


other men, having received his birth in a 
1 miraculous manner, of the virgin Mary. 
90 The wiſdom of the father was manifeſted 5 


in him, by the doctrines he taught, and | 

the power of the father, by the miracu- 5 

lous works he performed. The holy . 
ſpirit is an attribute of the father, or the 5 


0 father himſelf, 0 


155 7 l- Life of Socinus, r 217, 

r Ibid. p. 178. JA | 5 
oP Lindfey's 8 Sequel, chap. . 

. Tbid, p. ane 


— Having» 


RY 


CY 


Ham now the principles of the Sa- 
Wilen nominal Trinitarians, and Soci- 
nians before us, let us conſider whether 
ey nearly agree, as has been ſuggeſted 

by the Realiſts WW 


© The Sabellian and nominal Trinirarian 
worſhip God as a trinity; ; but this trinity 
is one infinite mind, or ſpirit, in which 
| wiſdom, love, or power dwell. / The Soci- 
nian doth not worſhip God as a trinity, 
but as one infinite mind or ſpirit ; and 
that ſpirit poſſeſſes eternal wiſdom, love, . 
power. Here the object of worſhip i is hre- } 
ciſely the ſame, only that object 1 is deſcrib- 
dd by different words. Paul of Samoſata, 
the Sabellian, ſaith, that the reaſon or 
wiſdom of the father, deſcended on the 
man Jeſus, and by him worked miracles, 
The nominal Trinitarian faith, that 1 5 


w om, the ſecond perſon in the trinity, 
D +7 © 1, 


a. — * a —_— —_ _ Met ew — w 
r 
R 


- . : s * 
. ö 2 
0 i — » , 3 nf . - - b. —__ — L. — = 
FTF. a ct amount Rende — — 
8 E - < 8 I. WS 3 = we Sth I — ts 
- % 5 * 5 © — — 4 
2 8 2 — L 


IL Ent 
4 2 OG 


. 
r 
, nn 


4 


— ͤĩ—— 
— E 1 3 - 


IA 


ew” 


was united with the man 1 0 ſo that he 5 
was God aud Man in one Perſon.— The 
: Socinian faith, that Jeſus was a mere man, 
but the logos, or wiſdom of God, was ma- 
nifeſted in him. Hence he was Emma- 
nuel, or God with us. 15 God, x faith | 
' Lindley, 85 was. with us 1n- Chriſt, by 1 


wiſdom and power communicated to him 


1 for che inſtruction and benefit of mankind.” 5 
Here alſo the difference conſiſts, princi- 1 
pally, about calling the logos, or w Wan 1 
of God, a divine perſon. ER 


The 0 83 of the Cllrs gs 


We, 4 death of the ſon of God as a ranſom . 

for fin ; and Trinitarians apprehend. Wn. -. 
culiar advantage attending Weir chene 
OY in this view, as none but an infinite God, 
tay they, could make ſatisfaction for ſin, 
which being committed againſt God, de- 
ſerves. infinite puniſhment. Even here, 
„ perhaps the difference between the nomi- 
nal Trinitarian and Socinian, may not be 


* ; | | F ſo 5 


148%) 


fo niet as at firſt imagined. The Soci- 
nian aſks how this infinite ſatisfaction was 
made Was it not by che death of Chriſt, 
ono oe apoſtle ſaith we are reconciled to 
won by ae death of his ſon? Rom. v. 
- 10.—The Nominal cannot deny it.— 
Well then, replies the Socinian, did the 
immortal God die? Was eternal wiſdom, i 
whom you improperly call the ſecond 
perſon in the trinity, crucified and Alain 5 
What can the Nominal anſwer? If he 
| anſwer in the affirmative, 1 it is a moſt hor- l 


rid declaration. He will evade a plain lh 


But the Socinian will not let it ſo pals. 
Tell me ingenuouſly, he will fay, do you 


5 cording to your notion, ſuffered and died? 


1 underſtand you, rejoins the Socinian, 
-A mere man, * to your ſcheme, 


anſwet if he can, and ſay the God man 
ſuffered and died: or, it 1s a myſtery. 


mean that the divine nature of Chriſt, ac- - 
„ Ehe truth will come out at laſt. —*# No; . 


perfect deity 1 18 impaſſible and immortal.” YT 


.D . made 


* 


. ( 24 7 


made infinite aciefaRtion; as a mere mas 
ſuffered and died; and you mean no 


more when you aſſert that the God-man 


ſuffered and died; attributing to the 8 1 
perſon, according to your notion, what 
in ſtrictneſs of ſpeech is applicable to him 
as man only; and with equal propriety 
you might have ſaid, that the moſt high 

God was a babe; ſlept; was hungry; 

= fatigued ; and thirſty; ; as all this might 
Vuith truth be predicated of the man Jeſus. 
1 Where doth the ſcripture aſſert that 
S dd could not ſorgive fin without infinite. 
5 ſatisfaQtion ? or that Chriſt paid ſuch A 
; ſatisfaction p- But 1 will preſs the matter 


no further. The difference between us 


conſiſts principally in this; you and the 
Sabellian uſe orthodox terms, and I So 
not: you expreſs yourſelves by what ap- 
0 pears to me, improper terms; fince in 
the ſenſe you. affirm God to be three 


” j peaſons, i in one ae ſpiritual ſubſtance, every 


-_ 


rus, 


. goad man may be ſaid to be 3 lenbonty 


died to ſave them,” 


"Whatever the rk may Wiel of 25 . 
ſhort dialogue, it is the opinion of the 

author, that if the nominal Trinitarian, f 

and Socinian, had been cotemporaries ; 

with Paul of Samoſata, and avowed their 
ſentiments 3 the council, which ö 


K 


5 communicated as e e 5 This, 3 


ever, may be juſtly urged i in their favour, 


that they clearly maintain that funda- 

| mental principle of all true religion, the 
unity of God, whatever they may do with 0 

en to ſhe real rape of the ſon 

(except · 


a ra 


as every good man has a mind endowed 
with 20 om, and love or power. Upon the 1 0 
whole we nearly agree. You ſay the man 
- | Jeſus bore the ſufferings and death of the 
_ croſs to make infinite ſatisfaction for the 
fins of mankind ;and 1 Ty he ſuffered and wy 
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a 26 * 
0 (excepting as mere man) and of the holy 7 
' ſpirit. On the contrary, the Realiſts as 
dearly maintain the diſtinſét perſonality | 
of the facred three ; but whether they 
| hold the unit) has been queſtioned. | As 
me obſervations of the Realiſts, on the 
155 ſyſtem of the Nominals, have been recited, 
it is but equity to recite, in return, the ob- 
ſervations of the Nominals on that of the 


Realiſts. The reflections of Dr. Watts | 


| have been already quoted, that if one L 


infinite ſpirit be one God, two or three inf. 
nite ſhirits muſt be two or three Gods, &c. 
Biſhop Burnet, on the articles, ſpeaking 
ol the opinion of the Realiſts, ſaith, * it is 
in a good degree intelligible; but adds, 
E it ſeems hard to reconcile it with the idea 
5 of unity, which ſeems to belong to a being 5 
Ol infinite perfection, and with the many 
I expreſs declarations that are made in the 
9 ſcriptures, concerning the unity of God-.” Fs 
Penny Fo the! e had i in his b 15 


js P. 36. | „„ 
OY : that 


"© 27 13 „„ 
1 chat e of our 88700 God: * 
4 ſhirt, not three ſpirits. However this 
| might be, here is a ſad dilemma. If we 
embrace the notion of the Nominals, in 
regard to the trinity, we are Sabellians, | 


1 Ds according to the Realiſts. 175 on the A 
1 other hand, we embrace the notion of the 
7 5 Realiſts, we give up, according . 5 
Nominals, the ſcriptural unity of God ©; j 


. 
4 
1 
1 
| p 
N 


and hold three Gods. This laſt i imputa- 9 
tion ſeems juſt: for if we ſay, that the three” = 
1 perſons are coequal, according to the . i 
tem of the Realiſts, and each God, it is 
, plain they are three equal Gods; but 
che Realiſts ſay, to preſerve the unity, 
that the three are inſeparably joined in 
ene ſubſtance. Be it ſo; all that this ad- 
dition amounts to, according to the com- 
mon principles of reaſon is, they are three : 


_ Saal united i in one ä 5 
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7 ſhould hw few hence, that the 
phraſe, the MP, true God, or the one God, 


tot ; 


(8) 


"Hob! not denote one of the three perſons; 


iD nor the three together, but the one indi- 


vidual effence of the three ; which idea 
of unity, appears hard to be reconciled 
with many paſſages of ſcripture, ſuch as, 
7 To us there is but one God the father ; this 
„ eternal to know thee (the Father) 
1s be the only true God; and beſides me 
OO there is no Code, that 1 is, according to 

doe laſt of theſe pallages, beſides me, the 
undivided  effence of father, ſon, and 
ſpirit, there is no God. But the pronoun 


me, according to the obvious meaning of 
dhe word, is characteriſtic of perſon, _ 


dot of eſſence; and then the paſſage muſt 
run, beſides me, the three divine perſons, : 


there i is no God. Theſe are mentioned 


as difficulties, of which the reader may 


judge as he pleaſes. The manner in which 
the Realiſts endeavour to obviate the ob- 


jection of the Nominals, in IONS to 


N » 1 Cor vi, 6. John xii. 1. 3. Ifa, Hr. 6, | 


. 4 29 7 


1 their holding more Gods than one, „ 


this; they ſay, the Father is the only felfe 
ex ſtent God, but that the ſon 1 is God of, 
or from God, and that the holy ſpirit 1 is 
. 0d from the Father and the Son; and 
thus by allowing a ſubordination of the 

Son and Spirit, to the F ather, (at the 
ſame time they have one generical nature) 

| they apprehend, they maintain the divine 


unity, conſiſtently with the diſtin per- 5 


ſonality of the ſacred three. They allow. 
that if they held the three perſons to be 


equally underived and /elfexiſtent, the 


; ch 


Arge of the Nominals, Socinians, and 


1 Arians, 1 in relation to their holding three 


9 .- ordinate. and ſupreme? Gods, would 
be juſt. Dr. Waterland, the learned and 
able oppoſer of Dr. Clarke, faith, * the 


common anſwer | to the charge of Trithe- 1 
im, 0 or Ditheiſm (two Gods) as well of 
the poſtnicene, as antinicene fathers, was, Ty 
that there is but one head, root, ſoun- 
_ tain, father of all, not in reſpect of auto- 


730, mul of ſubſtance, alſo.— This was the 
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5 5 300 
5 concurrent ſenſe of all in general, and _” 
this they chiefly reſolved the unity of the 
Godhead. Two. unoriginate divine per- 
ſons, however otherwiſe | inſeparable, 
would be two. Gods according to the 


 ancients”.” —Biſhop Pearſon, on the creed, 
” faith, that if there were more than 
one“ {of the three perſons) * os which were 

: Hue: none, it could not be denied but 1 
there were more Gods than one”. —Thete 

canbe but one perſon, originally, of him- 
ſelf, ſubſiſling in that infinite being; be- 
i! os cauſe a plurality of perſons, fo fubſiſting, 
5 . would neceſſarily imply 4 multiplicity of = 
1 God: 5. This Priority” (of the firſt perſon = 
| in the trinity) © doth properly, and na- 
„ turally reſult from the divine paternity, 
. ſo that the Son muſt neceſſarily be ſecond 
0 the F ather, from whom he receiveth "Ho 
=; his originatibn, and the Holy. 1 to 


1 5 , [ae Waterland' Defence of his queries, P. 84. Se ma 
15 cond Vindication, p. 207. 
* p. 40. 
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8 che 868. Weither can we bi thought t to 
want a ſufficient foundation for the prio- | 
0 rity of the firſt perſon 1 in the trinity, if we 
look upon the numerous tellimonies of | 
15 the ancient Doctors, who have not ſtuck 
to call the Father the origin, the cauſe, 15 
the author, the root, the fountain, and 
the head of the Son, or the whole divinity. 
erb origination, in the divine paternity, . 
hath been anciently looked upon, as the af- 
* of the unitys. "—Biſhop Beveridge . 
- ah, the Father is placed firſt, and 
IN really is the firſt perſon, not as 4 he 
=_— before ' the other two, for they f 
are all co- eternal; but becauſe the 
other two (the Son and Spirit) re- 
ceived their eſſence from him; for the 
Son was begotten of the Father ; and the : 
5 Holy Ghoſt proceeded both from the | 
* ather and the Son; and therefore the 
F ather Is termed by the primitive Chriſt- 
. the root and the ORs of Wire” 10 


2 Dr. Waterland's Delis of kis Queries, Bb 3 10 3 
4 Private Thoughts, pt. 2, P: 44. eee = 
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1 kt Chancellor King, who i 1s generally : 
N thought to be the author of the Critical 
Hiſtory of the Apoſtles Creed, aſſerts, It 
is the obſervation of Ruffinus, that in all 
the eaſtern creeds, it is, I believe in one 
| God the Father ; where, if by the eaſtern, 
he means the Nicene, or Conſtantinopo- . 
litan, it is certainly true; or if he means 
the ancient creeds, uſed bebe either of 
thoſe, it is true, not only of the eaſtern, „ 
but of the weſtern. alſo”. ene 1 
| Wake, in his catechiſm, aſks this cqueſ- 5 
tion; How does i it appear that Chriſt 
received his divine nature from, the 
Father P—A. It can only be known by 1 
8 that revelation which God. has made 1 
it in the holy ſcriptures: where he 1s, for 58 
this reaſon, ſaid to be the brightneſs of 1 
TEN glory, and the expreſs 1 image o his perſon. : « 
the image of the invi Able God to be from 
. God to have life from the Father, and 
the like. And upon this account it is, | 
0 that our Saviour himſelf lays, that the 
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Oi 33 * „ 
Father 4s greater than hee.” — Dr. Owen, 
on Heb. 1.8, 9. makes this obſervation: 1 
1 3 God i is ſaid to be the God of the Son, 
in reſpeRt of his divine nature, as he is his "I 
5 Father, ſo his God ; whence he is faid to I 
be God of God, as having his nature com- 
miunicated unto him by virtue of his eter- 
nal generation“. Mr. Burkit, on John 
„ 28, remarks, * « the Father may be ; 
_ ftaid to be greater than Chriſt in regard to 
, bis paternity, as being the fountain of 
the Deity. The Father is of himſelf, but 
the Son is begotten of the Father.“ 
Biſhop Bull, alſo, obſerves 1 in his defence 
of the Nicene Faith: ** According to the 
opinion of the ancients, to which alſo. 
common ſenſe agreeth; if chere were in 
. the divinity, two unbegotten, or two inde- 
_ pendent principles, it would follow, not 
only that the Father would be deprived of 
| that pre-eminence, by which he has his 
1 . of himſelf, chat is, from ne 


c Dr. Tucker" brief ond dipuionar View, p. 17. 
- F. . 


5 other 3 


20 Ka 34 1 5 
= VERY but alſo, chat we mo make two 
Polt. But now, on the contrary, if we 15 
allow the 8 ubordination, by which the 

Father alone is God of himſelf, and  --- 
Son is God from God the Father; then 
thoſe ancient writers thought both the 5 
pre- eminence of the Father, and the mo- 

narciiy of the univerſe, would be n 
| entire. 


; F. rom a theſe quotations (to which many 
more might be added) it appears, that . 
” the Realiſts endeavour to obviate the 
1 charge of Tritheiſm, brou ght againſt them 
by the Nominals, by aſſerting the Father 
alone to be God of himſelf, underived, 1 
unoriginate; but that the Son and Spirit 
are neither, as they receive their divinity. | 
| Wholly from the Father, and conſequent- 95 
5 ly, are inferior to him. God the Father 
is the God of the Son, even (as Dr. Owen 
obſerved) with reſhef to his divine nature. . 
And thus s by e che Jabordina- 1 


a + Set. 4. cap. 4. $ 2. Dr, Clarke's Ser. Do@ g %ͤł 


. onde and' unerighnate, _ * che 


0 35 1 
tion of che Son and Spirit to the Father, 
the monarchy of the univerſe is, as Biſhop 
Bull aſſerts, preſerved entire. Whereas, | 
if they held the three to be equally ei- 


The moderation of the Realiſts and 


Nominals, towards each other, in our 


days, deſerves much commendation. 1 


They do not minutely enquire into each 


1 other's ideas of the Trinity, but agree fox: - 


the uſe of the ſame orthodox terms; ll 


? though the ideas they affix to thoſe terms, 
be as different, as one infinite ſpirit, WE - 
which are three diſtinctions improperly ! 

1 called perſons ; and three infinite ſpirits, | 
the firſt of which i is ſelf. exiſtent, the ſe- 
cond begotten, and the third proceeding 


ftom the two firſt, and all united in 


1 ſome ene, manner. 


ee nominal 
Trinitarians, Sabellians, and Socinians, 


( 36 * 
in beneving the one true God to be one 
infinite mind, or ſpirit,” and whom the 


ſcriptures call the Father. They join 


with the Realiſts in holding the Son, and . 0 


Holy Ghoſt, to be ſpirits diftin& from 


the Father, and ſubordinate and inferior - 


3 to him. They difter from the Socinians, 
in believing the word to have been in the 


beginning, that is, before all ages, with 


| the ſelfexiſtent God; but not the ſelf 


5 exiſtent God himſelf, with whom he Was, 
5 according to the notion of Sabellius. The 
Son is, according to them, called G 


not becauſe of his metaphyſical ſubſtance, 
but of his relative attributes, and the di- 
vine power and dominion communicated 
to him from the F ather. They: aſſert that 
the holy ſpirit, in ſcripture, is no where 


Ty expreſily ſtiled God, or Lord; or repre- 


ſented as ſitting on a throne, or judging 


he world: that chriſtians are never called 
. ſcripture his ſervants, or commanded 


to pray to him or praiſe him, or to 
aſcribe glory and dominion to him; and 
,,,, ov 


1.6) 
chat there is no ſcriptural example of 
either „„ ö 


oy 1 of theſe Win are « 
by It is ſaid that the holy ſpirit is plainly 
filed God. Acts v. g, 4—to lie to the 
Holy Ghoſt—thou haſt not lied unto men, 
but unto God. They anſwer: Ananias 
by lying to the Apoſtles, did, in effect, 
lie to the holy ſpirit, who dwelt in them; ;. 
and by lying to the holy ſpirit, he, in 
eeffect, lied to God himſelf, who dwelt 
in them by his ſpirit: and they refer to 
Luke x. 16. 1 Thefl. 1 iv. 8. 1 Cor. ii. 
16. Eph. ü. 21, 22, in ſupport c of their 
1 . 


11 1s nde chjefted to es: that Wd | 
hold two Gods; God the Father, and 
| God the Son. They give much the ſame 
| anſwer as the Realiſts do to the like 


charge. 8e che foregoing. quotation 1 


> Dr. Clarke's Ser. Doc. pt. 2, $2 . Emlyn's Remarks FE | 
® the four London Miniſters, chap. 1. 1 


5 5 2 . : z - 1 © 
p - . : N "4% * * 3 
8 fron * 


2 — S162 . A Cato r o 
4 : x 


ci ket 66: tg pt. 2-8 39. 


cs) 


from Biſhop E Bull. There is in the ** mog 
narchy of the univerſe, but one authority, 
g original in the Father, derivative in the 
Son; therefore the one God (abſolutely 
; ſpeaking) always ſignifies him in whom 
the power or authority is original and 
wnderiveds.” Whether this explanation 
1 of the divine unity be admitted, or not; 
in this reſpect there was no difference 
between Arius and the Nicene F athers ; "7 
for the one God with both, as appears 


from their creeds, was the Father Al. 


mighty. The ancients placed the divine : 
unity in ackflowledging the Father, alone, 
the fountain of deity ; ; and his being ſolely 5 
5 unoriginate, Je [elfext Nent, and independent ; . 
as Biſhop Pearſon, Biſhop Bull, and 
T Doctor Waterland, obſerved, in the fore- 5 
going quotations.” It is certain the ſcrip- 
fttlre never expreſsly aſſerts, that the Fu- 
ther, Son, and Shirit, are the one Gol ; 
r one mm hence, or one in conſent and 


powers. 


9 C 39 5 . 
4 Theſe are the different expla- 
nations adopted by learned men, to ſolve 

the difficulty; that there ſhould be but 
one God; and yet the Father ſhould, in 
feripture, be fliled God; the Son God, 
(which is denied by Mr. Lindſey. Sequel - 
pi. 190) and the Holy Ghoſt God, (deied 
alſo by the Arians. ) All that the ſcripture 
expreſely aſſerts, i is, that to us there is but 
one Cod, the Father ; that Jeſus Chriſt i is 
the only begotten Son of the Father; is 
0 filed God, and one (s one thing) with 
| the Father, John » xvii, 22: 1 and the holy 
ſpirit, the ſpirit of God, and of Chriſt ; 
but is never ſaid, in the N ew Teſtament, . 
to . with the Father and The: ns 


FO It is fad jahn *. 30. 1 427 27 Father are ont. One 5 
what? one Gs, fay ſome, ome Effence, ſay others ; but the C 
text ſays neither,” The Greek i is, % one thing. He that 
planteih and he that watereth are one, ey, one things . Cor. 
mn. 6. 8. Paul and Apollos were not one man, or one in 
_ undivided eſſence. Query, whether Chriſt and the Father ; 
p were one, as Paul and Apollos were one; one in conſent 51 1 


and will, agreeably to the words of our Saviour, that they 
may be ons even as We are one? john xvti. 21, OV 0 1 
* r 


En. 1 460 

N B except in 1 John v. 7. N Sit Iſaac 
Newton has proved, as many learned men 
think; not to be genuine; but to have 
Ceirept from the margin into the text. 


0 The origin of the Arian controverſy OG 
was ns 55 ee ep. of Alezan- 


es * The e common argument for che Aries unity is this. 
„ The Father according to {cripture | 1s ſtiled God; ; the Son 
=o God; and the Holy Ghoſt God. But, the ſame ſeripture . 
miith, there is but one God. Ar follows, that Father, Son, | 4 
and Spirit, are one God. Some have ſtated the ſame argu - : 
RR. ment chus. The Father according to ſcripture 1 is ſtiled God; 
fo | the Son God ; the Holy Ghoſt is never expreſily ſo tiled : 
| | Moſes is called God, Exod. vii. 1. Angels and Magiſtrates 
are called Gods, Exod. xxii. 28. Pſm. Ixxxii. . 6. John x. 
D 35. But the ſame, ſcripture, aſſerts, there is but one 
. . Sod. It follows, that Father, Son, Moſes, Angels, and . 
| _ » Magiſtrates are enc—Perhaps, 1 Matt. XXili, 9. 10. may throw 5 
1 5 } fome light in reconciling the ſcripture to itſelf in ſaying, 
ö N es thereis but one God the Father, 1 Cor. viii. G; and yet call- | 
ning other beings Gods. Call no man your father upon. the earth, 
bir one is your Father, &c. and yet obriſtians call men their 
natural and ſpiritual tee hour Maſter even Chrift, 1 5 
and yet men have maſters beſides him. Query then, whether ; 
one father, and one maſter, do not ſignify one ſupreme father 
and maſter? 80 the one God * big, who by way of 
eminence is ſupreme. 


1 3 8 
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dria, maintained, in an aſſembly of the 


Preſbyters, of that city, that the Son 
was of the ſame dignity and eſſence with 
the F ather. Whether Arius apprehended 
that this notion implied a diviſion of the 
divine eſſence or ſubſtance, or introduced 
dhe Sabellian hereſy, ſo it was, he oppoſed 
is Biſhop, and alerted there was @ time 
when the Son was not; and that he was 
oreated out of nothing. Alexander being 
2 diſturbed by theſe poſitions of his Preſ- 
1 byter, commanded him to renounce chem, 
and contended, that the 5 Son i 18 from eter- 


nity, immutable, like the F ather ; except 


ing that he is not unbegotten or ſelfexiſt= 
| Ing ; that on this account, the Father i is 8 
greater than the Son; and the Son is of a 
middle nature. between the firſt cauſe 
ol all things, and the creatures, which, 
from a ſtate of non: exiſtence, were called 15 
into beings.” "This" emperor Conſtantine | 
condeſcended to mediate between theſe 


8 1 Jortin's Rem, Ecel, Hiſt, vol. 3, al 47. 


two 


| Te) 
two zealots; found fablt with Alexander 
and told him he required from his Preſ- 
byters a declaration of their ſentiments 
” Concerhinga filly, empty queſtion !—and 
i Altidus, that he had imprudently uttered 
| __ Whathe ſhould not have even thought of; 5 
and that queſtions about ſuch things, pro- 
cdeed from an idle itch of difputation, and 
Vvere of fo high a nature, as to be ineom- 
. prehenfible ; arid as they did not intro- 
duc any new herfy; concerning the ot. 
ib bf Cod, they ſhould. communicate 
with each other”. This ſalutary advice 
Wa rejected, in conſequence of which, 1 915 
the Nicene council was called in the year 
325. This council decreed that the Son IE 
was confubſtantial (that Is, having the 15 
fame kind of ſubſtance, as an earthly ſon, 5 
partakes of the ſame kind of nature with his 
father) with God the F ather, in oppoſition 
to Arius, who held they were of different 
dene, and in eee to Sabelling, 
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| whoſe tenet was, that they were of « one in⸗ ; 
5 duuidualſubſtancet. Af theſe different noti · 
Ws ons of Arius, Alexander, a d the Nicene 
«MY athers, be-tried by the. ſacred writings, 
it will be found, that there is nothing 1 in 


thoſe writings ſaid expreſsly concerning 


them. It is ſaid, indeed, that Jeſus is 
| the you of Gag, and the nh Comp of 


# wy » *%/ 


TERED hs as every. 805 af Man 8 


: takes of the n 


* 


arc ſaid in ſeripture to he Sons of God, 
and the laſt mentioned, partakers of the 


5 divine nature (Luke iii. 38. Gen. vi. 4. 


Job xxxviii. 7. Rom. viii. 14. 2 Pet. i. 4 
the argument perhaps will not bear to 
have much ſtreſs laid upon it.— That the 


5 Nicene Fathers ſhould decree Jeſus Chriſt 
to be conſubſtancial with his F ather, is 


7 Ben ba,” let 2. Pe 90. | Jondn's 3 Ecel. 


Hit. „ 3. p. 96. 


not | 


nature of his Father; ſo Jeſus, | 
being the Son of | God, partakes of the 
Faun of God. But if it be conſidered, 
hat Adam, Angels, and ſincere Chriſtians, 5 
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„ 5 44 TT 
not firange; as it was believed in their i 
5 days, that angels, and the ſouls of 1 men, 
were generated from the divine ſubſtance. 
- this,” as to human ſouls, they had the 
_ concurrence | of the philoſophers = 
| Greece and Rome. Dr. Clarke aſſerts, TE 
that the ſcripture has no where at all de- 5 
elared what is the proper metaphyſical = 
nature, eſſence, or ſuhſtance, of any of the 
' © nee perſons,” but deſcribes and diſtin- 
guiſhes them always by their perſonal cha- 
5 raters, offices, powers, and attributes; that a 
the ſcripture never makes mention of any - 
limitation of time, when the Son and 
| Spirit derived their being from the F ather; . 
nor of the particular metaphyſical manner ; 
of their derivation, but ſuppoſes them to 
haue exiled with the F ather from the. 


1 Jackſon 8 19 Pref, p. 6, and p, 5: $5- 286. 328. 
0 Gibbon on the Decline of the Roman Empire, p. 407, Ci- 
cero faith, audiebam Pythagoram, þ: Pythagoreoſque, incolas | 
pene noſtros, qui eſſent Italici Philoſophi quondam nomi- 
7 nati, nunquam dubitaſſe, quin ex univerſa mente divina de 
15 Hbgtos animos > major. es Wong 


begun 


. 


125 6 kd before all worlds», F rom Fe | 
| hence it appears, by the way, that Dr: 
Clarke diſavowed thoſe peculiarities of 


5 Arius for which he was condemned, and 


therefote, was improperly denominated 
an Arlan. If the above aſſertions of the 
Door, be allowed to be trac; all thols 


diſputes wkich have been carried on con- 


Fae cerning the eſſence, or Jubſtance 'of the 1 
— perſons, and the preciſe manner in 


Which the Son was begotten, and the 
5 Holy Spirit proceeded, have been about 


ſpeculatioris of which men in the preſent : 
imperſe&t ſtate can arrive at no certainty. 


It is wrangling about what they have no 


idea of, and attempting to be wiſe above what 
is written, It is not the efſence of God, 
ſimply conſidered, that i is the object of 5 
our veneration, gratitude, praiſe, obedi- 
i ence, fear, hope, and truſt; but his being 95 
our Father, Preſerver, Bene factor, Sove- 
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5505 et) it f, poken) that theſe relations 
were annihilated, and he had no concern 


with us, and we had nothing to hope, or 


fear, from him, thoſe duties of. gratitude, 
praiſe, &c. would ceaſe, notwithſtanding | : 
his eternal eſſence... In like 

mer the Son and Spirit. be of the fame 

wn eſſence, with the Father, or not; the du- 

555 ties we owe them reſult from the character 1 

885 and offices they. appear to ſuſtain, accord- Fi... 

ing to ſcripture, ; in the. 1 important buſineſs „ 

ol dur ſalvation. The goſpel was preached 17 
to the poor and unlearned; and there- by 
: fore it cannot be thought that e a wiſe, and 5 
a merciful being, would place their, ever- 
laſting happineſs on ſpeculations concern 
ing the conſubſtantial generation of the 70 


ce manner, whe- 


Son, and the proceſſion of the Holy Ghoſt, 


in one numerical eſſence with the F ather, 635 
unleſs he had clearly and expreſaly "0 
; vealed t them. On the contrary, in reading 

the New Teſtament, we find, as Dr. Watts 

juſtly obſerves, " that the ſtreſs of our 5 

oy ſalvation is laid 9908. our humble ſenſe of 


— 


our 


N . . — 2 „ — C ⁵ . ˙ ae, = 93 
a \ { 8 XL » 9 J 4 — a I 8 Nr — . 42 2 . 
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our Ans our return to God the Father, 


by ſincere repentance, and change of 
heart and life, and our ufeigned faith in 


the Lord Jeſus; chat is as the Son of 


God, the Meſſi ah, the fore of God, acting 


K 


in his name, and by his authority, and 
conſfituted by him an allſufficient Saviour 


and Lord. If the reader wiſhes to exa- 


mine che ground of theſe aſſertions, he 


may conſult the following texts: Acts xx. 


21. Acts xi. 31. Rom. d | 9. John xx. 
1 Mark i. 1. 15. John x. 25, John v. go, 
Is 37. 43. Matt. x. 40. Mark ix. 7. 
John vü. 16. John viii. 26, 28, 42. John 


2 „% 


Xii. 44. 49. 50. John xili. 20. John xvi. 
a4; 23. 1 Cor. i. 90. Heb. vii. 25. Acts hs 
ii. 36. Phil. 11. 9, 10, 11. 1 1 Pet. 755 21. 


Eph. i, 22. 


From is 7 . here referred to, i it 


"would ſeem, that our faith i in Chriſt re- 


| ſpeds him as the perſon appointed and 
ſent of God. to be the Saviour of he 
world. and that our dependence, and truſt 
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ien Jecdermions,: and promiſes, ulli: 10 
93 ; mately terminate i in the Father, in whoſe ak 
name he appeared, whoſe will he revealed, - 
and by whom he was raiſed from the 
dead, and 1 made head over all things, 
to the church; and therefore the belief 
of his corcguality, and a eee oy 
with the F ather, is not eſſential to the 
comfort, and hope: c of chriſtians, or their 
n. 5 


The err account 155 the tenets o To. 1 
| cheills, Sabellians, Trinitarians, Socinians, | 
7 and Arians, intended in this tract, Is now 
I before the reader. N Some difficulties at 
| tend each of theſe tenets, but which has 
the greateſt difficulty, or comes neareſt —. 
1 ſcripture, 1s left to the inquilitive and un 15 
N prejudiced to determine. The ſubject 
itſelf is of a myſterious nature, and men 
can know no more of ĩt chan God hath e 
thou ght proper to reveal. When they | 
have attempted to explain, what was not 5 
revealed of it, for the moſt part, they i in- 
yolved themſelves | in | great perplexities, 
and 


tug * * * 
o * 


1 (2) 
and their explications terminated i in ſome 


abſurdity or contradiction. It has been 

an unhappy caſe, when ſuch explications 

have been obtruded as divine truths, and 
1 maintained with a zeal which conſumed 
the benign ſpirit of charity. The hum 


ble, inquiſitive, and ſerious chriſtian, who 


- wiſhes to model his faith of the trinity, 
not by cuſtom, intereſt, or human creeds, 5 


but by the clear declarations of holy writ, 


ſhould thereſore, be careful to diſtinguiſh 05 
between the reafonings and ſpeculations | 
85 of men, and the expreſs afſertions of di- a 

vine inſpiration, and never to admit che CA 
1 former but as far as they are conſiſtent 15 

5 with the latter. He ſhould look into his 
Bible with the diſpoſition of a learner, to 
receive what is there revealed, and nob "x 

ſeek for arguments to ſupport a pre · con- 15 

ceived hypotheſis; and in the courſe of 
his enquiries ſhould not forget addreſſi ing ; 
God for his guidance. It may not be 
improper, alſo, to add, that it is an impor · | 
120 tant ae of origin to en on n this ſubjett, 
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5 hw revelation i 1s filent, Si not FEY 
üply conjectures, where reaſon hath no 
ſufficient data to decide. The propriety 
_ cheſe reflections will appear evident, 

aſter. the peæruſal of the ſubſequent re- 
marks on the eee ſyſtems e en 1 
-" 0 n ne ee ee | 


— 3 


hs W to e on x any ade as: 1 
dine, the moſt obvious queſtion is, whether | 


it be exproſoly,! or in ſo many words, .af- | 


 Grmed in ſeripture ? As Tritheiſts, Sa- 
N bellians, and Trinitarians, real and nomi- To 


nal, expreſs their opinions in the ſame 
Phraſeology, let us aſk, doth the ſcripture . 
_ expreſsly affirm that God Almighty i is Fa- 


ther, Son, and Spirit, three perſons, each 


God, and yet one God i in eſſence i ? It is 
| certain, no ſuch propoſition formally oc 
"our: in dhe ſacred writings. | How. then, 
it may be aſked, came chriſtians to adopt, 


this idea of God, that be is three perſons, 85 


or. three in any ſenſe ? the anſwer! . from 
1 eaſonings on the peculiar a and diſtinguiſh- 
5 ing titles, * and offices aſcribed _ 
5000 


1 


to „Father, Son; and Spine, in 1 


7 compared with the declarations, that there 
is but one God. Archbiſhop Tillotſon 


obſerves, that the three in whoſe name 
every chriſtian is baptized, are ſpoken 


of with as much diſtinction from one ano- 
| ther, as we ule to ſpeak of three ſeveral 


perſons. So that though the word trinii ; 
be not found in ſeripture, yet theſe three 
5 are there expreſsly and frequently men · RY 

 tioned;;. and a trinity is nothing but three 

of any thing. Such different proper- 
* ent characters and/circumſtances 
” faith Dr. Watts, aſcribed: to theſe 
5 en are Fe aſcribed to three dif- 


3 ; Sermon 48. te cannot be 8 that the word tri 


nity, as applied to Father, gon, and Spirit, Was uſed 
dy any writer in the Chriſtian Church before Theophilus 


Antiochenus, about A. D. 180. Dr. Scot's Eſſay on the of 
Trinity, preface p. 9. See Ben Mor. let. . p. 105. The 
ff oreed that mentions any thing like an unity in trinity is 
khat of Lucian the Martyr, about the end of the third cen- 


tury, and the words according to Athanafius were, „In 


- ſubſtance they are three things, in agreement they are one.“ 


* 


Mr. Rabertſon's attempt to explain the word zeafon, &c. p. 6 1. 
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tint perſons among men-.“ What is at⸗ 
| tributed to the Father, cannot be attri- 
buted to the Son; and what is attributed 
to the Father, and Son, cannot be attri- 
| buted to the Holy Spirit. For inſtance; 
the F ather is repreſented as having a Son; 
but this cannot be ſaid: of the Son, and 
the Holy Spirit. The Father is ſaid to 


FE ſend both the Son, and Spirit. John xii. 


49, John xiv. 26. But it is never ſaid that 
they ſend the Father. The Son hath a 
9 0 body prepared him, and was made fleſh. 
_ Heb. x. 5; John i. 14, but neither the Fas 
5 ther, nor the Spirit is ſaid to be incar- 
rate. Jeſus Chriſt is ſpoken of as a mes 


A diator between God and Men, and, in one 


place, Rom. viii. 27, the Spirit is ſaid to 


make interceſſion for the Saints according of 


to the will of God; but God the Father 


is never affirmed to be a mediator, or in- | : 
terceſſor, with the Son, or Spirit. The 
Son is ſaid to live 1 che F ather, and lane 


C Dr $ Wan Chr Do, of the Tin. 1 12. ran. 


1 


the F ather gave him to have life i in him- 
1 0 ſelf, John vi. 57. John v. 26, but che 5 


; ſcripture will by no. means ſupport us in 


1 reverſing theſe declarations. Theſe con- 
5 liderations, along with many others which 
might be adduced, juſtify chriſtians in de- 
nominating the Father, and Son, diſtinct 
perſons; J meaning by perſon, a diſtinQ, 
e intelligent agent, according to the com- 
mon acceptation of the wotd ; but many 
2 have doubted the diſtinct perſonality of 
the Holy Spirit. With ſubmiſſion, this | 
0 ſeems to have been without juſt ground, Ty 
£3 as perſonal characters are aſcribed i to him. 
He is repreſented as ſent, as coming, go- 
ing, hearing, teaching, John xiv. 26, John Foes 
xv. 26, 27, John xvi. 7, ig; as being re- t 


2 liſted, and grieved, Acts vii. 51. Eph. iv. 
1 393 as ſpeaking, and commanding, Acts x. 


— 


1ͥ, Acts xt. 2; and he his mentioned 
1 diſtinctly from the F. ather, and the Son, 5 
5 Matt. xxViii. 1 19, 2 Cor. Xili. 14, Eph. OE. 
38; 1 Cor. vi. 11. In ſhort, it is appre- 
| hended, that by the lame kind. of r | 
Ms . ee , "OI 
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| ments s that one ſhould prove ko ſerip⸗ 9 
ture, that Peter, John, and Paul, were 
three perſons, the Father, Son, and Spi- 1 0 
rit may be proved 10 be ſuch, that i is, three TD 
ſpirits having. diſtin underſtanding —_ 
" will. The Father, and Son, are repre- | 
: ſented ; as reciprocally knowing each other, 
and as having diſtin& wills, Johnx. "; 
Heb. „ John vi. 38; and the Holy 
0 Spirit receiveth that which 1 is the Son 3 
and ſheweth ! it to the apoſtles, and dividetin 

, to every man ſeverally : as he willeth, John 
= - 14, 1 Cor. Xii. I. Suppofing i it then f 


proved, that the ſeripture will jullify our. 
calling the Father, Son, and Spirit, three 


5 perſons, in the ſame ſenſe that we mould 
call three angels, or ſpirits, three perſons, 

1 let us conſider how the principles, before 
ele, of Tritheiſts &e. will be affected 


We 8 then. that F aiher, Seo, as 


3 Spirit, are each God, equal! in power, Jo. 
minion and glory. Then, there: are three 
7 equal Gods. But we ay, their eſſences 


#9 


(65) 


are inſeparably united; and thus, there is 
but one God. Let it be allowed; one 
ts God, in that caſe, is compound of three 
Spirits or Gods, equal i in all perfection. 
The Realift ſeeth the conſequence, and in- 
tends: to avoid. u. —The Father only 
hath it (his being) of hit mſelf, and is the 
e of all power and efſence i in the 
Son“. —* It is certain. that the Son has 
his knowledge and | every « other perfe&tion, 
from the F ather, 1 in the ſame ſenſe as he 
; hath alſo his nature or ſubſtance from 
che Fatheri. It is moſt reaſonable to af- | 
ſert that, there is but one perſon who ts 
from, none; and the very generation of 
: the Son and proceſſion of the Holy Ghoſt 
undeniably prove that neither of theſe 
two can be that perſon. It followeth 
therefore, that this perſon 1 is the Father, 
1 5 which name ſpeaks nothing of dependence 
1 nor or ſappoſeth, any kind of priority in ano- 


3 5 Bitop Peaifon' on ihe c p. 3. 


43 4 Dr. Waterland's Serm. vii. P. Nic % 


H 1 


60 


: ther.” | Admitting theſe principles of tha | 
Realiſts, let us conſider the conſequences 
Ye N which naturally flow from them. If then, a 
ve ſay that the Father alone is from none, 
| unoriginate, or ſelf-exiſtent, and that the 
Son and Spirit derive their eſſence and 3 
| perſeftions | from him, we fay in effect, | 
that the Father i is moſt high, and that the 
5 Son and Spirit are inferior to him; for, : 
Lf according. to our Saviour's maxim, 2 is 
more Bleſſed, to. give than to receiue. AQs 
1 3 85 and i it ſeems agreeable to the 

15 principles of common ſenſe to fay, that 

05 be who alone i 1s ſelkexiſtent, and the foun- 

tain | of deity, muſt be ſuperior to thole 7 
to whom theſe characters cannot be ap- 

propriated. Here then, the ſyſtem | of 
the Realiſt i is embarraſſed. If he aſſerts, 

5 that the three perſons are equally. ſelf- 
exiſtent, and independent ; ; by his A 
0 confeſſion he runs into Tritheiſm : ; if he 1 

aſſerts, that the. F ether alone i is nn none, 6 
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* 7 Biſop Pearſon 0 on a the Creed, p. 40. if 8 
he 


6 5 


he makes ie Son and Spirit to be . \ 
rior to him, notwithſtanding a ſpecifick 

ſameneſs of eſſence ; which is ſomething 
like ſemi-atianiſm; and, according Wa 


him, one God is a compound of three 
Spirits, one underived, and two derived; 


one a ſel{-exiſtent God, and the other two 
deriving their deity from him. It is a natu- 
ral queſtion for a humble e enquirer to put 
in this place, doth the ſcripture explicitly a 


give us, any where, this idea of one God? 
The nominal T rinitarian, © Sabellian, # 


| Arian, and Socinian, apprehend that it 


which appears to him leſs perplexed. and 


encumbered with diffculties.—As being a 5 
next in order, let us conſider his ſyſtem. ; 


As he expreſſes his ideas in the very ſame 


terms with the Realiſt, it becomes necef: “ 


ſary to have an explanation of thoſe terms. 


_*—Pray; Sir, when you fay, God is three | 
| perfons, do you mean that he is the 


ſpirits, or one ſpirit ?—One ſpirit —Then 
ai do you make f it out, that he is three” 


peers 


doth not. The Nominal adopts a ſyſtem 5 
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perſons, or conſcious agents, with difindt 
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e 5 e « Rabinſoo's rien nn 


) 


underſtanding and will ?—That i is not my. 
idea of perſon, —No? ? Then, you depart 


7, from. the, idea of the ſcriptures, . which, 
P ſpeak. of che ac 
derms, that men commonly ſpeak of three ; 
perſons properly ſo called. Sir, 1 the © 
ſacred writings were not addreſſed. to the 
5 literati, to philoſophers, and ſcholars, 


a rel three, in the ſame by 


but to che common people, and conſe - 


quently, they uſed words in their plain 
ET popular Ggnification',” But you are, by 1 
Jour ſcheme, forced to uſe the word per- 
lion in a ſenſe contrary. to its plain ſignifi- Ee ; 
cation. The Father 1 is a ſpirit according 
0 20 the context, John iv. 23, 24+. * 3 5 
Ny Holy Spirit, by his very name, is a diſtinct 
Spirit from the Father; and che Son, as 
1 being begotten, before all ages, and hav- 
ing a body prepared. him, Heb. x. 5. and 
com ing forth from, the Father into tie 
wort, Jn, Xvi. 28. appears to have, ; 


been 


CD 


5 conſciouſneſs, and will, was concerned. | 


i 59 ys 
CES 4 * diftin&t ſpirit from both. But 
according to you, the Father, Son, and 
Spirit, each God, are but one Spirit, with | 
one numerical. conſciouſneſs and will, 
which ſeems irreconcileable according 3 
the plain meaning of words with what we | 
"read i in John xiv. 16, 17, 26. John xv. 
16. Eph. if. 18. Eph. i iv. 4, 5.6, Lc. &c. 
Let us confider a particular inſtance. 
The Holy Ghoſt deſcended i in a bodily ſhape, 
| ble a dove upon him (Chriſt) and a voice 
came from heaven, which ſaid, thou art my 
beloved Son, 2 in thee 1 am well pleaſed. Luke 
iii. 22. According to the principles of 
the 5 Trinitarian, here 13 the one 
infinite Spirit deſcending on itſelf when 
united with man, and ſaying to itſelf in 
this ſtate; ; thou art my beloved Son, in thee 


* Divines frequently (peak of' a Tha of Redemption, 
"in which certain things were ſtipulated between the Father 
and che Son, prior to the incarnation.— Now, if the Father 
and the Son are only one Spirit, according to human ideas, 


| there literally could be no Covenant, as only one mind, 
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| 1e am well 11 pleaſed: or perhaps, m more ac: 
ceurately thus, one diſtinction in the in 
finite mind, _ deſcending upon another 
diſtinction in the ſame mind incarnate, 5 
| when the mind itſelf not incarnate, faith to 
it, thou art my beloved Son, Ke. — The 
Nominals have been, for the moſt part, 
- embarraſſed about giving a definition of 
the word perſon. If they uſe it in a 
ſenſe denoting different relations or  cha- L 
| racters, as when one and the ſame 1 man 
may be ſaid to be three perſons becauſe 5 
be ſuſtains the characters of Father, Son, 
5 3 and Brother; or when George the third 
2 may be ſaid to be king of England, king 
olf Scotland, and king of Ireland; when | 
t they apply it in that ſenſe to the trinity, N 
they are Sabellians, and, i in effect, deſtroy „ 
the real perſonality of the Son (excepting 8 
as man) and of the Spirit. When Saint 
Au'ſtin was aſked what the three perſons 9 
| were, he ſaid, human learning i is ſcanty, 1 
and affords not terms to expreſs it. It is 
1 therefore anſwered three Pon, 1 not as 
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il that was to the pur oſe, but ſomewhat 
muſt be faid, and we muſt not be filent.” 
What end can it anſwer to uſe a word 
5 which 1 is not to the purpoſe, or contrary | 
do its plain and popular eee 


Would it not be better T to dif 
card it? F 


4 | 


The obſervations 1 now made hey, chat 
the ſyſtem of the Nominals i is not, without 
its great difficulties when compared with 
ſeripture, and though i it certainly avoids 


5 Tritheiſm, yet it is not certain, that it 


keeps clear of Sabellianiſm. According 
do it, one and the ſame Spirit is, begot· 
ten, and yet unbegotten, and yet neither, 
but proceeding ; ; one and the ſame Spirit 
is the ſender, and the ſent ; is incarnate, 


and yet not incarnate; comes down from 


heaven (the human nature of Chriſt did 
not come down from heaven) not to do 


his own. will, but the will of him- 


115 ſelf, who ſent himſelf: 3 in > ſhort, one e and 


be Trio. * 3. c. . 
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tion, „and yet doth Lenker; ; 4" is at once 
1 a neceſſarily exiſtent God, a begotten God, e 
gt and a God by proceſſion. If. the ſerip · 
tures bad-expreſaly g given this idea, of the Us 
ſupreme Being, chriſtians would do right 
in implicitly receiving it as a a ſacred myſ⸗ 
„ but as it is the reſult of human rea- 
9 Toniogs from revelation, they are juſtified : 
in examining and rejeQing it, if found Fo, 
1 d agreeable 1 to that rule and Nandard of . 
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15 "Ws are next in ae. to - SE the r 
1 difficulties attending 1 the Sabellian and So+ 
i nan ſchemes, but thoſe difficulties : are 

obvious to the attentive reader of the pre- 
10 ceding remarks on nominal Trinitarianiſm | 
| reſpekling proper perſonality: for accor- 

1 ding to the former, the three perſons are 

only three names of one being; and ac- 
cording to the latter, the Holy Spirit i is 

but another name for the Father; and the 
Sion is a mere man. We will therefore 


5 5 ; ( 63 3 
paſs on to cls the diſfenliis of what 


is commonly denominated Ariani/m. The 
Alrians maintain the proper perſonality of 


the /acred three in the ſame ſenſe as the 
: Realifts ; but they deny, that thoſe three 
are ever expreſsly {aid in ſcripture to be 
the one God, or of one generical or indi- 
viadual eſſence, this being wholly the reſult 
ol reaſoning. On the contrary, the word 
bod, according to them, when uſed abſo- 
| tutely, in ſcripture, never denotes three X 
| perſons, but the perſon of the F ather only. 
He" is tiled the one God, in contradi- 5 
ſtlindction to the Son and Spirit*; the true 
h an the offly true God the God and Fu- 
1 "ther of our Lord Feſus Chriſte, —The moſt 
found Trinitarians acknowledge that the 
5 Father derives his nature and perfections 
from none; he acts in ſubjection to the 
5 Will on none e whatever; no all, * . Td 


1 > Jen x xvii. 3. 
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Wl Spirit! not pla; 20 in fubjeRion 5 
to his will. He hath all power, dominion; 
and ſovereignty, original, underived, and 
independent on any, in and of himſelf. 
He is the fountain of deity.” From theſe 
premiſes, acknowledged juſt by the ortho» 
dox, it is inferred by the Arians, that the - 
Sion and Spirit are inferior to the Father, 
and that he alone is the ſupreme, indepen» = 
dem governor of the univerſe. Trinita- 
a apprehend, that this inferiority de- 
4 grades the Son and Spirit into the rank of 
Creatures. Some allow the conſequences; 
bothers/ reject that appellation, not only 
beſcauſe the ſcripture never calls them by 
[i tdtthat name, butis entirely ſilent reſpeQing 
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their elence and mode of derivation, and 
therefore on a ſubject ſo myſterious, they 
18 think it beſt to determine nothing poſi- 
Wo tively, leſt they ſhould incur the cenſure 
| of prying into things not ſeen, and attempt. 
ing to be au ie above what is written. 4. gy 
—_—_— conſider all this as an evaſion. * 


RT * _ 
R 
= . 4 


5 egg Pr. Clarke, Mr. Jackſon Pr. Daniel 3525 &c. . 


4%) 


0 | of ih "OY and maintain, , that if the | 


Son and Spirit be not each God in the 


ame. and in ug tagh a ſenſe as the father 


) 


not Je 


| » 


 hampelf,” they are creatures. Here the 


matter ultimately ſeems to depend upon a 


queſtion in which both parties are con- 


cerned, namely, whether an intelligent 


being can derive his nature, and all his 
attributes from the ſelf-exiſtent God, and 
a creature ? If this be poſſible, the 
Arian may afſert the inferiority of the Son 
and Spirit to the Father, without degrad- 


ing them into the rank of creatures: if 


not poſſible, the Trinitarian, Who aſſerts ; 
| that the Father alone is unoriginate, and 


independent, and the fountain of deity, 
hath reaſon to conſider, whether his own 
—— be not, in reaſon, chargeable 
with the ſame degradation. Another 
objektion againſt Arianiſm is, that it 
maintains two Gods, one ſupreme, and 

one ſubordinate. To relieve a little of 


dhe dullneſs of thus conſidering things pro 
and con, I ſhall qyote the objection in 


= 


| the words of the inge 
| In his Plea for the Divinity of Chriſt, who 
. propoſes i it in a manner peculiar to him - 
felt; and 1 will introduce an Arian copy- 1 


5 ing the manner and reaſonings of that 


| 1 gentleman, in anſwering i it; taking care 


5 to mark the words borrowed from diffe : 


3 rent parts of the Plea by inverted commas; „ 


Pam Jehovah, and there is none el/e. 5 


1 US "oY Robinſon | 


1 There is no God beſides me. A uſt 5 
® God and 0 Saviour; there is none . 


« beſides me. * am God, there 18 none . c 


«ike me. 15 there a God beſides me? 


3 yea there is no God, 1 know not 
hr any. (Ifaiah XIV. 5, 6, 21. Iſaiah xlvi. _ 
9. Tfaiah xliv 8) This is the God of my | 


bible: but beſides this God, there is in 
0 my propoſition another God, A dele- * 
es gated God. Here are two Gods. Here $1 
1 * 00 a ſupreme God, and a ſubordinate 


4; '« God; a natural God, and an egg 0 


| * God; a great God, and alittle God. 


* philoſopher has one God; a Jew t £ 5 
one God; a Chriſtian | it ſeems has two 
955 2 Ven, 5 


(%) 


* 


3 can 4 0 mare 1 gl ex- 
Fo e aſſerted in ſcripture, than that 
Li d, and one 
Saviour, but the ſame. ſcripture ” 
many, and different Saviours. Neh. ix. 27. 
Obad. xxi. How to reconcile this appa - 
rent inconſiſteney 19 the difficulty —The . 7 
{cripture no where declares explicitly, 
that the one God is Father, Son, and 
Spirit ; but i it doth explicitly declare, that 
there is none other. God but * to 7 


there. is but one God, one 


aſſerta, there are Gods many, and 


- u there is but one God the Tuthere. 


Father is the only true Cod, hy to 4 . 
1 Saviour's teſtimony”; and according 


0 St. Pauly one God and Father of all, 
who is above all, and through all, and in 


2: all. If according to theſe : expreſs 0 


2 Plas, p- e. 0 5 oo. OY 


24 1 Cor. viii. 4. 5 


35 John xvii, 2, comp. with v. 3. 


1 I . iv. 6 Ms. 
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 affentions, the Father ih be the one 


W 


tion. I am not a philoſopher exer- 
4K eikiig the ſpeculations of my uncertain 
_ **reaſon to form a conjectural propoſi- 
« tion,” but following the light which ſerip- 
ture affords me. I read juſt now from 
Iſaiah, there is no God beſides me, and yet 5 
I find God characterized the God 0 9 
and Lord of Lords, that he is great above 


God. how can Chriſt be God is the queſ - 9 


"Gods, 1 


all Gods, and that there is none to be 1 


7 compared to him i in heaven or earthe; 3 and ; 
| the moſt high God/. If there were no 


God whatever, beſides him Who ſpeaks 


in Ile ab, where would be the propriety 


of the ſcriptural phraſes, God 'of Gods, . 
and God moſt high And the Lord faid 


unto Moſes, fee 1 have made thee a God = 
5 unto cans He 1s this? bp Here 1 is 0 


Deu x. 15. Dan. 11. 36. „ f : 
7 1 9 Pfalm IA 3. 5 Chron. di. 4. 2 Chro . 14 
5 Kiogs viii. 23. : 


den, xiv, 18. 19, 20, 2 22, Pf, i 50. rin. u. 2 . 
| AR Vil, . 5 


7 TRE 


CITY 


G. A aüd à little God: a Wan 
0 # God and an artificial God; here are two 


„ Gods.“ IL will examine further. God 


5 7 directs Moſes to ſay to the children of 


Iſrael; thou: halt not revile the Gods, nor 
Purſe the ruler of thy people. God 2 4 


among the congregations of the Gods. 1 
| kave ſaid ye are Gods, and all of you are 

; children of the moſt lagh, but ye ſhall die 7 
| late Meni. .—Worſhip hin all ye Gods*. — | = 
Can the Pſalmiſt be right ꝰ I read juſt 

8 now from Taiah; there is no God befides 1 
e; and here 1 read of God judging 5 
among the Gods, and theſe Gade are i 

: called upon to worſhip him. Why, here 


area ſupreme God and ſubordinate Gods; 


a great God and little" Gods ; and he 55 


15 little Gods: are to worſhip the great one. 


* In a book of inſpiration we may F294 ” 


DR the utmoſt preciſion,” In that book I 


71 read, T” will EW thee with, * whole | 


4 1 xxli. 28. 
. IXxxüi. 1, 15 


| & Pim, xcvii, 7. 
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1 250 o dle -e ee is it not writ 
den in your law, I Cong an wen e 
ward was God. The, = 
| , "voor Wini 6 4 i 
6 thy Cod, roy Apts thee with the: ol "Y 
l ' - gladn!/s above thy fellows, —God' being 
. Vith God; and God, even the God af 
bf that God whoſe throne- is for ever and 
ever, imply, according tothe plain mean · 
ing of words, two Gods: if equal, there 
are two moſt high Gods: if unequal, 


: chere is, according to Mr. a ; 
propolition, a ſupreme and a ſubordinate = 


God. If Moles be not God; if Angels 
and Magiſtrates be not Gods, according 
0 the above quotations; ſurely, the 
: writers of the Old and New Teſtament 
1 ee ah 1 1 baden in wo 15 


; RG ; 


” Fa 


res 4 Jobs i. ty 2. 


5, ͤöÜöꝰ v © ns 


E choice of their words, a d adopted a very 
« incautious and dangerous ſtile, though, 
I dare not go fo far as to ſay, as Mr. R. 
doth, that on that account their inſpira- | 
tion may be- queſtioned ; and yet, ſuch 
certainly was the language they uſed i in 
their addreſſes to men prone to idolatry. 5 
The difficulty remains ſtill as great as 
ever. Let us return once more to the 
223 afſages in Iſaiah. I am Jehovah, and 
here is none elſe, there is no God befdes N 
me. As a ſound Trinitarian, Mr. R. muſt 
__ underſtand theſe words in- one of theſe 
two ſenſes. 1 am Jehovah, and there is 
no God beſides me Father, me Son, and 
ne Holy Syirit, that is, beſides us three * |: 
or I am. the Hence of Father, Son, and 
| Spirit, and there is no Hence befides me. 
But why the perſonal pronouns, I, and 
. me, ſhould. be applied reſpectively tc 
1 ae perſons, or to no perſon, but an 
abſtract ſence, comrary to their plain 
; obvious meaning, it is difficult to ſay. 
= Mr. R. obſerves, 920 there can be no 
e Ka ST rl better 


1 
. 2 Wh 
7 WA 


4a 


Wu beiter canon of! interpretation, than thak 1 
i 5 which an amiable prelate has given us ;. 
* ſcripture. is to be taken in that ſenſe in, 
Which the common people who. heard it. 
*« firſt took it.” Now, let us ſuppoſe the. 
common people i in Iaiah's time, attend; 
ing to the words under conſideration ; do, 
you think they, conceived. that, God whom, 
the prophet, announced. to them, to be, wy 
three perſons; or no perſon; but the e 
; eſſence of three: Pc Aſſuredly, the coma 1 
mon people never thought of theſe 
5 c ſenſes.” Biſhop Beveridge obſerves, that 
8 Jews, though they. have had the law. 0 
above three. thouſand, and the prophets 
| above two thouſand years among them, 
i bo, yet, to this day, they could never make 
. (che trinity) an article of faith, but 
F Dine” they, as well. as. the Mahometans, ſtill ak 
ſert, that; God:i is only one in perſon, as. 
well as natures. "ik it could be e ; 
; aſcertained. which of. the ies perſons, 
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4 73 3. 
- whether all Kegener, were he one true 


Sod, hom the Patriarchs and Jews 9 
- worſhipped; we might then know, to 
whom to apply the ſcriptures cited from 
Ilaiah, that there was no God or Saviour 


1 befides him, by which-means, ſome part of: 
die difficulty would be obviated. Let the 
attempt be made. The God of Abraham, 
faith St. Peter, and of Iſaac, and of Jacob, 
the God of our Fathers, hath glorified his 
Son Jeſus —Had Jeſus a Son? No. Had 
the Holy Spirit a Son? No. Had God 
the Father a Son) Ves. Then the Fa- 
ther was the God of the Patriarchs, and 
heir deſcendants, and is the perſon 
255 pointed out in Iſaiah. Perhaps, this may 
be a miſtake, it was Jeſus Chriſt that was 
there referred to. Suppoſe it, and then 
read the text.— Jeſus Chriſt, the God of 
Abraham, and of Iſaac, &c. glorified his 


8 on Jeſus. Jeſus, according to this com- 
195 ment, would be the Father of himſelf. - 
vill not do,—IFe hav, ſaid the Jews, one 
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N er, even Cad. Jeſus ſaid. unto things 1 
- i God were your Father, ye would love me,, 
4 , for I procecdgg forth and came from God. 
x I in my Father honoureth. me of whom. 
1 Deſſay he is yo God. —If we admit this 
-  teftimony of our Saviour, his Father was 
the God of the Jews, and he is the per- | 
5 ſon pointed out in Iſaiah. This is the one. 
Cod and Father of all, who is above all., 
and greater than alli, the only true Cod 
whom our Saviour worſhipped, and : 
taught his diſciples to worſhip, and called | 
Ms Cod and Father”; the moſt high, whole, _ 
Son Jeſus was”; that God our Saviour, 
who ſaved us through Jeſus Chriſt our Sa- 
= viour⸗; that God , who anointed the God. 
V hoſe throne is ben ever and ever, wih the 
=o Jil of ares above his nnn Ag - 


* . der. viii. 40, 42, 8. Yo a 5 ; ny 7 
Wl {1 | John x. a % TEL 9s 
ee Monks Sp 1+ Jo 007 
d Luke i. 32. Mark v. 7. 7 | 
BY X . iii. 4. 6. 5 
5 Heb. i. 8, 9. 
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ond who made Jeſus both Lord ano 
Ohriſt⸗; and in ſhort, that Cod, who. at 
Jundry times and in diverſe manners habe 
re by the prophets, and hath in 
| theſe laſt days ſpoken untous by HIS SON. 
This is the God of my bible. Mr. R. 
not included in this one God; he is no 
; God at all; but if included, the difficulty 


: unto the fat a 


Me poſſibly think, that if Jeſus Ch 


_— ſolved. Let it be ſo. T he Father 


and Son are the one God. How now 
ſtands his e Why juſt as 
a ſupreme God and 
ſubordinate Gods; a natural God and 
artificial Gods; a great God and little 
Gods; for in that book where we may 
expect the greateſt preciſi n, angels and 
To, magiſtrates are ſliled Gods; and men 
Sauiours: notwithſtanding that it aflerts, 


before. There is 


there is but one God, and one Saviour,— 


At length, the ſolution of the Acute ny 
> ſeems to | be this—the « one God, or the 
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good men and good ſpirits. In the ſame 5 
manner, though there are Gods many, as 
St. Paul tells us, to us Chriſtians there 1 

but one God the Father, one ſupreme 

| God and Father of all, and all others de- 
rive their 
from him; the chief and independent God 
of the whole creation?:” Here ends the 
whole affair between Mr. Robinſon and n 
the ſuppoſed Arian. Whoſe ſolution of 


K 7 7 3 


| only Gel, are expreſſions in | feriprurs : 
which ſignify the moſt high God. This 
| appears plain from other inſtances: thus, 
When it is {aid that God only is holy; 
though angels are likewiſe tiled holy, 
the ſenſe muſt be, that he alone is ſuper:- 
eminently and unchangeably holy; as like- 
wiſe it is declared, that there is none good 


but one, that is, God, though we read of 


eing, power, and authority; | 


the difficulty is moſt agreeable to ſcripture; 


I let the candid and impartial decide. 1 | 
i proceed to conſider other difficulties a at. . 


4 Appeal + to Common Sene; "” 40. 


- tending 


* 


5 tending the ſeveral ſyſtems which have 
| been recited. | 


: 130 WOT the New Tale "> 
1 we of God in parting with his beloved 
Son, and delivering him unto death ſor 
our ſakes, is is ſpoken of in terms of the 


| higheſt admiration; and the love of Chriſt 


is extolled as paſſing knowledge, for his 
. willing abaſement; that being rick in the 
oY. he had with the Father before tie 
world Was, he became foor for our ſukes, 
” John. xvii, 5, 2 Cor. viii. 9; that having 
been in the form of God, he did (Greek) 
empty himſelf of it, Phil. ii. 6, 7; hada 
body prepared him, Heb. x. 5 ; came forth 
from the Father, John; xvi. 28 ; came down _ 
by from heaven, not to do his o. own will, but the, 
will of him who [ent him, John vi. 38; was 
made in the likeneſs of men: and | found 


5 faſhion. as d man, he humbled himſelf, | 


Phil, ii. 7, 8; for @ time was made lower 
than the angels, Heb. 1.9; ; gave has Ut fe 


a en for many,” Mark X. 4 5; Was 


rag from the dead, Rom. vi. 4 ; left ie 


. word, 
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world, and 5055 ded. PR he was befor 6, | 
John xvi. 28, John vi. 62; was highly ex-. 


| alted, and had a name grven him above : 
every name, that at the name of Je efus 
every knee ſhould bow, and every tongue 


5 confeſs hum Lord, to the glory of onal the < 
| Father. Phil. 11. I an 11. $2 13445 


Who we adn. to dallas ah 


tenets of the real. Trinitarians with this. 

5 ſcriptural repreſentation of our Saviour's 
abaſement and ſufferings, we are perplexed 
with many difficulties: for the ſecond 
perſon in the Trinity, as being infinite and 
ſupreme, | could not, for a moment, 


diveſt himſelf of his eſſential glory, and 


bleſſedneſs; could not, for one moment, 


be out. of heaven, any more than the 
Father, becauſe he filled all places with 


his preſence; nor could he leave his Mp 
ther's boſom, or undergo the leaſt pain, 


ſorrow, or trouble, much leſs die, becauſe 

this would imply mutability and imßer- 
ſection, which are inconſiſtent with God- 

| head. When in the garden Chriſt was 


in agony, and ſweated as it were great 


drops of blood ; and when on the croſs, 
ek cried, my God, . God, . haſt 


thou 


(9) 
6a” thou forſaken me; as the ſecond perſon 


in the Trinity, he poſſeſſed complete 
bleſſedneſs equally with the Father, and 
ſuſtained no ſuffering whatever: ſo that 
ne foregoing ſcriptural account muſt, on 
the ſcheme of the Realiſts and Tritheiſts, 
be underſtood i in ſome figurative manner, 
and not real. Where then, it may be 
_ the extraordinary love of God 
in parting with his Son, and the love of 
Chriſt, in coming down from heaven, on 


their Tenetsꝰ—Let us next examin 
whether the tenets of the Sabellians, the 


Nominals, and Socinians, will tally better 
with the foregoing ſcriptures: and, for this 
purpoſe, let it be aſked, whether Chriſt, as 


man, quitted the glory he had with the 


Father; came down from heaven, and 
was made fleſh, &c. ? The anſwer is eaſy; % 


as man, Chriſt had no glory with the Fa- 


ther before the world was; could not be 
ſaid to empty himſelf of what he was 
never poſſeſſed; could not be ſaid to come 
dovn from heaven, as he had not been 
there, &c. If theſe ſcriptures can be ap- 


plied to him, it muſt be as God: but as 


God, they cannot literally apply to him, 
F or, as he and the Father are but one in- 
. finite 
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finite Spirit, can it be poſſible, 3 7 
to human ideas, that one ſpirit can come 
forth from itſelf; leave the glory which it 
had with itſelf; and come down from hea- 
ven from itſelf; and be at once, the ſender, 
1 5 and the ſent? It ſhould ſeem then, that 
the repreſentations of ſcripture of the love 
of Chriſt in leaving the boſom of the 
| Fa ather, neither ſuit the human nor divine 
nature, and therefore are words of which 145 
wie have no ideas. That theſe are no 
inconſiderable difficulties, appears from 
the embarraſſment which Trinitarians, 
real and nominal, diſcover in ſpeaking of 
the deſcent of Chriſt from heaven, and of 
his ſufferings. Dr. South ſaith, it is 
0 impoſſible for the divine nature of Chriſt 
ꝛ0 come down from heaven. Dr. Sher- 
ock faith, that properly it cannot be.— 
1 Biſhop Fowler, that he could not properly E 
come down from heaven, any more than 
God the Father; 5 from whom he i is inſe- 
| parable ;—Biſhop ; Bull, that his deſcent 8 
: was Fa (as 1 it were ihr. Me fact „ 


0 78. Dr. Watts's Imp. JO * this matter is 5 


| treated in a more copious' and forcible - manner, and his 
_ ſcheme of the OI Soul 1 o united n * 
1 ſet forth. TY r e ee 


WA. S? 
* 2 


_— 
6485" 


that it was only i in abbrarante a= = 
| Epiphanius, and the Councils, that it w 


the 1 0 5 : the ſubſtance of Chriſt which 


Vas with God, from the beginning, being 
impaſſible .” Thus, he that was in the be- 
NO, ginning with God, and was God, accord= 
ing to the principles of the Realiſts, and 
N ominals, did not deſcend from heaven, 
| becauſe local motion is inconſiſtent with 
Ommipreſence ; was not literally humbled, 
J becauſe immutable; and neither /i Hered, 
nor died, becauſe the nature of We] _ 


Ec Na of either pain or death. 


1 the e, account of Chriſt's 45 | 

ſcent from heaven be examined by the 

7 principles of the Socinians, it imme 
5 diately occurs, that it muſt be explained 
away in ſome figurative manner; for, ho, 


1 could a mere man, who was never in hea- 
ven, be ſaid to come down from thence; 


and having had his birth in mean and poor 
cCircumſtances, ſhould, from being rich, 

be ſaid to be made poor, to have emptied | 
himſelf of a glory, which he never had, 


5 Ben Mordecai Enquiry, let, 8. p. 17 3. note. 


* 
only a ſoul and body that felt the pain of 


Ke. 


(8) 


Ke: Socinus was ſo ſenſible of the diffi- | 
1 2 attending this part of his ſcheme, 
that he arbitrarily ſuppoſed, that Chriſt 
was taken up into heaven a little before 
be entered on his office, in order to be 
iünſtructed in the things which he was to 
announce to the world, as well as to ac- 
count for the repreſentations of ſcripture 
ol his deſcent from thence*.—The only 
remaining enquiry is, whether the tenets 
of the Arians, or thoſe who hold the 
ſubordination of the Son to the F ather, 
| are encumbered with the like difficulties. Be 
Ik their own repreſentation of the matter 
be believed, the love of God in parting 
Voith his beloved Son, and the love of 
i Chriſt in leaving the boſom of the Father, 
coming down from heaven, humbling him- 
elt unto the death of the croſs, and giving 
his life as a ranſom for fin, are diſplayed 
738 in the moſt tranſcendent manner.—Here,” 
'/ faith one of them, © Here was indeed a 
love that þaſſes knowleage ; here was grace 
indeed, here was an example of humility | 
and condeſcenfion that admits of no paral- 
el! not a relative humiliation, a relative 
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0 0 % hk mw 
_ of nominal ſuffering « of the Sow of God 
5 by his uniting himſelf, (as they. ſpeak) to a 
man, i. e. in truth to another perſon, 5 
While he him/elf really ſuffered nothing, 
6 underwent no diminution, but was all the vo, 
while poſſeſſed of the higheſt glory, of 
the ſame unchangeable bleſſedneſs. No; 
ve believe that HE who was in the begin- 
ning with God, and who was aGod, really 
came in fleſh, and dwelt among us ; that he 
actually laid aſide the glory which he had 
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wit the Father before the world was; that 8 {| 
he diveſted himſelf of the form & God, Ii 
and really took upon ham the form of a 1 


ſertunt, and was made in the. likeneſs of 
men, and being found in fa 1ſhion. as a man, 
became obedient unto death, even the death 
of the croſs. Webelieve, according to the 
ſeriptures, that the ſame excellent being, 
who was the brightneſs of the Father's 
glory, the expreſs image of tas perſon, by 
whom he made the worlds, was for a time 
made lower than the angels, and taſted 
death for every man ; and believing this 
we own with St. Paul, a breadth, and 
length, and depth, and eight of the love of 9 
Chrift which baſes knowledge!.. 


 F Tomkins Sober Appeal, p. 205 
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The Uiffitultics now Ri Vahl: the 70 
bY ter! are pointed out, not only to aſſiſt 
um in ſorming a judgment of the compa- 
rative excellence of the ſeveral ſyſtems 
which have paſſed in review when tried 
5 ſeripture, ben alſo, to inſpire him with 
= © candour and moderation, towards thoſe | 
| who differ from him: Thoſe who ne 
moſt ignorant of the difficulties of the 
_ ' preſent ſubject, are generally the molt 
poſitive, that their particular notions of it 
are only true, and leaſt candid in judging. 
thoſe whoſe notions are oppoſite. Having | 
pepe It only through the cloudy me- 
dium of party prejudice, they know not 
bow to make allowances for 9 | 
Which they never regarded, or admit any 
force in arguments which they never at- 
. tentively conſidered. Hence they: are apt i 
to lay the ſame ſtreſs on their own 
15 ſchemes, as on truths that are expreſsly | 
aſſerted in ſeripture; and to conſider every 
8 8 deviation from ſuch ſchemes, as betray- 
ing an. enmity to truth, or the effect of 
ſome ſiniſter motive; not conſidering, that 
With equal reaſon and Juſtice, others, who 
0 adopt a different ſcheme, IF: think the 


fame. 
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ſpirit of bigortry, I apprehend a view of 
the foregoing difficulties might be uſeful. 


There is, however, one very conſiderable 


| ineonvenience that may ariſe from it to 

humble and ſerious Chriſtians, namely, 
that in their approaches to God, their 
minds may be filled with doubts, whether 
the object they are going to addreſs be 


three perſons, or one; or neither, but ne 
Andividual effence of three. To obviate 

tis perplexity, I beg leave to lay before 
he reader, thoſe conſiderations which give 


15 my own mind an undiſturbed ſerenity 
in circumſtances lo intezenling and awful. 


"Es Jeb e to veal the one true 
God, in a clearer manner; than he was 


| before revealed. He himſelf worſhipped 
this God, and taught his diſciples to wor- 


ſhip him. Could I worſhip God (thought 


IJ) under the fame view, as my Lord and 


1 Saviour did; or, as he expreſsly taught | 
his diſciples; 11 ſhould, ſo far, take the 


molt effectual method to guard againſt _ 


ener. Let me then aſk, did he worſhip - 
 hamfalf, jointly with his Father, and the 
_ Holy Spirit, as the Trinity, or the triune 
15 God? If he did let me do the ſame. 
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No If he did not, can I be wrong in \ follows A 
ing his example ? Am 1 to be governed 


by the reaſonings of men; and their 


4 ſchemes i in this matter, or by. the autho- oy 
rity, of the head of the church! ? I cannot 
for a moment heſitate, —I will examine 
15 then, to whom he addreſſed his prayers 
and thankſgivings — Jeſus li lifted up his 
hes to heaven, and ſaid, FATHER—Tihis 
25 life eternal, that they might know thee, 
the only true God, and Jeſus Chriſt whom 
Thou haſt ſent. —And. now, O FATHER, 
_ glorify thou me — holy. FATHER, keep. 
Wo through thine own name thoſe whom thou 
haſt given me, that they may be one, as we 
are. -FATHER, I will that they alſo —O_ 
righteous FATHER, th: world hath not 
known, thees. I thank thee, O FATHER, 


Lord of heaven and earth. THER, of | 


* thank thee that thou haſt heard mer. El- 


THER, if thou be willing, remove thts cup 


from mei. — FATHER, , forgive them —FA- 


THER, into thy hands, I commend my ſþi- 


 ritl. Jeſus from theſe inſtances appears | 
to have addreſſed his ee and chankſ. N 


4 1 Jobo x XVI. I, 3, hy. 11, 24, 25. 2 1 xi. 25, 26, 


| 1 Jobn Wi, ee | 
Fr Luke Xxiii. 34, 46. See alſo an. XXVI. 15. "Jobs 5 


. 27, 28. . xiv. 16. . 4 
17 givings, 


(%) 


 givings, not to his own nature, or to Mn. 
Ref, jointly with the Father, and Spirit, 
but to the Father only. If the Father 
be the Trinity, or the triune God, 


then, ILalſo worthip the Trinity. Il am, in 


the next place, to examine the directions i 


he gave to his diſciples, concerning that 


God whom they were to worſhip. If he 
directed them to worſhip Father, Son, and 
Spirit as the triune God, let me alſo do 
the ſame.— But thou, when thou hrayęſt - 


Fray to thy Father,—Your Father knoweth 


what things ye have need of. before ye aſk 
um. —Afler this manner pray ye, Our Fa- 


ther whach art in heaven. . The hour. com- 


5 1 Jen ye - ſhall neither i in this mountain, 


nuor yet al Jeruſalem, worſhip the Father.— 


the true worſhippers ſhall worſhip the j 4 Bo 
for the Father ſceketh ſuch to worſhip, him. 


1 —1 aſcend to my Father and your Father, to. 


my God and Jour Gods. —Whatſoever Je. 
| ſhall aſk the Father in my name, he.will give 
it you. —Through him (Chriſt) we both. 
(Jews and Gentiles) have acce/5 by one Sparit, 
to the Father. n what L/oever * do in 


"wp Mart, vi. 6, 8, 9. . 
n John iv. 2t, 22, 23, 24. See Mart. Vil. 11. 
„ John xx. 17. Rom. xv. 6. Eph. iii, 14. 4 
P John xvi, 23. See ilſo John xr, 16. "Jobn x xiv. 13. 


£ Eph. U. 18. | 
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word, or FRY 40 all in the, name of the 
Lord Jeſus, giving thanks to God and 
Wen the Father by himr. According 
to theſe plain directions of Chriſt, and 
his Apoſtles, I am to come to one God 
the Father, through Chriſt, and by the 


"Be But is there in ſcripture one 


PE inſtance of prayer and praiſe addreſſed to 
9 God as Father, Son, and Spirit? Not one. I | 


Which then is it ſafeſt for me to truſt to 


in a religious controverſy ; the plain di- 
_ rettions, precepts, and examples of Chriſt, 
and his Apoſlles; or the reaſonings and 
-  Inferences of later ages, ſupported by nei- 
 -- ſcriptural precepts nor examples? 
Here I cannot heſitate a moment in de- 
termining.—I leave this point to every 
one's own private judgment. Ionly ſug-⸗ 


geſt the conſiderations which give my own | 
mind ſatis faction in regard to the accep- 
table method of worſhipping God, in order 
to obviate the doubts, which might ariſe 


in the mind of a plain Chriſtian, from the 
7 difficulties I have ſhewn to attend the ſe- 

veral ſyſtems of the Trinity. Indeed this. 
| plan of goſpel worſhip has been — þ 
= SI Jail by: all parties ot Chrif: 


. # Col. ili. f. see Heb. vil. * Heb. xili. 1 1 Eph 
” v. 20. | | 


9 tians. 


TTY 


> tian. Pr. Berriman' n advocate. 


for the Trinity, in his Hiſtorical Account 
ol it, ſaith, As the Father was conſtantly 
acknowledged (in the Chriſtian Church) 
for the fountain of the deity, and never re- 
preſented as acting in ſubordination to the 
other perſons; ; who, on the contrary, were 
always conſidered as ſubordinate to him, 
and ſuſtaining their reſpective Mees in the 
work of our redemption. From hence 


tit is no wonder if the prayers of the church —_ 


= ſhould generally be addreſſed to the per- 
ſon of the Father, through the merits of 
Chriſt. We acknowledge the plain foot - 


ſteps of his worſhip to appear through 


all antiquity, and the church has de- 


8 ſervedly continued it to this day. Let our a 
adverſaries make the moſt of this conceſ- 
ion. — And much the adverſaries make 
ol it; for ſay they, if prayers and prai- 
ſes are to be addreſſed to the perſon of 
the Father, through the mediation of 

: Chriſt ; the object of worſhip is not the 
Trinity; and, in truth, the ſcripture affords 

not ſo much as one example of prayer and 
praiſe ſo addreſſed, nor any precept for 
that purpoſe. There is, however, a wor- 


ny P. 152, 153. 


fi 


* e 
2 . 2 
2 — 2 — 


r 
— 


eee ee 
N ; * 
8 


= * 1 - = 
= — . an ;; F< —_— a 8 
. ” . ö r SETS 4 „ = 1 * * a i 9 — . N 
PF .. * e * e . \ —ʃ 
nam — TR . — es — cre eye te— ory ne - 7 3 ——— — 
— 2 —— - g — e r r 
R 2 , A. . etna ef boats — N 
4 ED FP " 
PI, IOC rr 9 —— UN ERTY" ag 
mrs N Lops 
” k 


— 


= es Heer > ho 


I 
"a 


* x 2 r. „ OO EG — on 3 — 2 4 1 Foe wel g , N . E * 
C0 I I Ee EC ee Cee EO Ca A N 3 
RY 3 8 — — 1 . ; 7 — . — 3 — 1 = 5 ben * 4 2 
; : : : g 2 ; 
— . 


T—P EI IR RI eG IR 
— 4 — — ** a 122 y So 


. 


—_— 1 rr —— . — 
e . no oo ora 1 — * 
any — ON. r : 

ar 


ARS ibn oe api 2 


n Dili os e eee 
CS — . 


gs eg eo PT Or IR BY, 2. 
7 WI. 2x5 — WES BA Sag ag * 


r 


OD r 
A 


wo 
- er on een 
2 N 
— S — I * * * 
* wy - 


— 
* . d 1 — i - ——— 
2 p 2 _ 
* < * 1 8 7 = * 
* 2 2 < — 2 
* A _— 2 * 2 
A = ny ; — 7 9 * — — 
— . © 7 * k — ay 44 
” p * . of 
. > ” 9 
bs o 
p ; 4 
I * 
4 


* 


6 


: ſkip 2nd to [lite Chriſtin the New Teſ- 
tament as the lamb that was ſlain that 


redeemed us to God by his blood and made 


ut Kings and Prieſts unto God and (even) 
his Father*.—whomGod highly exalted, and 
to whom hegavea name above every name; 
that at the name of Jeſus every knee ſhould: Wy 
bor, and every tongue confeſs him Lord, 
ie te glory of. God the Father”. This 
__ worſhip is evidently paid him as a me- 
thator, becauſe in the very nature of it, 
it is incompatible with the character of 
Sodhead: for how ſtrange would it be to. 5 
pay a worſhip to the moſt high God, as) 
being lain, and for making us prieſts un- 
to. God even his Father; as being haghty. 
exalted, and receiving a name above every 
name, and confeſſed Lord to the glory of 
ano her ?—In my opinion, there is great 
weight in the following obſervation of the 
pious Mr. Bennet, author of the Chriſtian 


Oratory. * If you will receive it, I think 


it. a very uſeſul truth, which had it been 1 
attended to, would have prevented many 
+ controverſies that have diſturbed the chriſ. 

tian church, viz. that our chief concern 
. the Son of God 1 is as mediator. . 


er. v. 12. ee 


0 Phil. ii. 10. 11. 


ure Hole ard to ns „ procifely "4 


Phat he was before he was i incarnate, how 
employed in the world above, nor what 


he will be, and how employed, after his 
| mediation is finiſhed. —Qur preſent buſi- 
neſs is with the mediator, whom God hath 
_ exalted, and to whom every knee muſt 


bow, and ſhall bow at laſt, till the end 
cometh; and he hath. delivered "oF Wo 1 


. kingdom to his Fathers,” 


1 Juſt « as theſe e may appear to 
5 ſome Chriſtians, to others they appear 


no leſs erroneous. In their apptehenſions, —— 
to worſhip Chriſt as Mediator, is robbing _ 


S Gd of his peculiar glory, and violating 


5 the command, thou ſhalt worſhip the Lord 
_ thy God, and him only ſhalt thou ſerve. It 


2 pollible, theſe apprehenſions may ariſe 
from a confuſed idea of worſhip, which 


| ſeems in general to conſiſt in paying that 

relpedct and honour to an intelligent being 
which his real dignity and excellencies, and 
his known dominion and authority may 
= juſtly claim. When this worſhip is paid 
in obedience to the command of God, it 
s fo far from derogating from his glory, 

| that | it redounds 0 it; at 9 in this light 
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« Vol. Is p. 178, 179. 
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3 5 on of all religious worſhip. The Ang els 
. are to worſhip the Lord Chriſt as Media- 
5 * e and the ground of their doing ſo is 
5 . s command. He faith, worſhip him 
| 23 © . ye Angels. Biſhop St erlock ob⸗ 
. | ſerves, ei we, honour Chriſt in _conle- 
guence of the power and glory conferred 

on him by God. and in virtue of a com- 


mamand received from God, to honour the 
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ih 5 5 Son even as we honour the F ather, then 
3 * hongur we pay to Chriſt is part of 


ihe ſetvice we owe to God, and ariſes even 
Ko out of that command, tho ſhalt worſhip, 
. _ the Lord thy / God, , and, him only, ſhalt 125 
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* . 2 1 une 1 of ths opinions of learned, 
re wen will affift. plain-Chriſtians in forming 8 
e un idea of the ſtate of the controverſy 
.- relating to the T rinity, to which the at- 
2 - tention of the publick has been of late 
e oſten called, and will induce them to ex- 
„ charity 1 thoſe who + differ, 
from them, the end of this pamphlet will 
be fully anſwered. ee e 
y Owen on Heb. vol. 1 p. "os; idee 7 54 — 
ſheeis had gone jnto the preſs, Mr. Fawceit's: Candid, 145 
Bfiediions on the Doctrine of the I rity ce 15 band 
5 55 Ii is an excellent 9 * | 
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